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MEETING  OF  THE  WORKING  COMMITTEE 


20  JULY  1957 

YALE  DIVINITY  SCHOOL 
NEW  HAVEN,  CONN.,  U.S.A. 


ATTENDANCE 

Officers 

Rev.  Dr.  O.  S.  Tomkins,  Chairman 

Dean  Douglas  Horton,  Vice-Chairman  of  the  Commission 

Dr.  J.  Robert  Nelson,  Secretary 

Dr.  Keith  R.  Bridston,  Secretary-elect. 

Members 

Bishop  Angus  Dun,  Prof.  Henri  d’Espine,  Prof.  Georges 
Florovsky,  Prof.  R.  R.  Hartford,  Metropolitan  Juhanon 
Mar  Thoma,  Prof.  T.  A.  Kantonen,  Prof.  Albert  C.  Outler, 
Dr.  E.  A.  Payne,  Prin.  Harold  Roberts,  Prof.  Edmund 
Schlink,  Dr.  John  Skoglund,  Prof.  K.  E.  Skydsgaard, 
Prof.  Gustaf  Wingren 


Substitutes 

Dr.  Maurice  Creasey  (for  Percy  Bartlett),  Dr.  J.  Winterhager 
(for  Dr.  Jacob) 


Apologies 

were  received  from  Prin.  Chandran,  Pres.  Gresham,  Prof.  Kons- 
tantinidis,  Prin.  Marsh,  Prof.  Torrance 


MINUTES  OF  THE  MEETING 

The  Chairman  led  in  prayer  to  God. 

1.  The  minutes  of  the  meeting  of  17-20  July  1956  (FOC  Paper 
No.  23)  were  approved. 
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2.  Membership  on  Theological  Commissions 

In  response  to  the  requests  of  the  officers  of  theological 
commissions,  the  committee  agreed  on  the  appointment  of  the 
following  new  members. 

(a)  Theological  Commission  on  Christ  and  the  Church  (North 
America) 

Dr.  J.  Robert  Nelson  (Methodist  Church,  U.S.A.) 

(b)  Theological  Commission  on  Christ  and  the  Church  (Europe) 

Prof.  G.  R.  Beasley- Murray  (Baptist  Union  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland) 

The  Rev.  William  Nicholls  (Episcopal  Church  in 
Scotland) 

(c)  Theological  Commission  on  Worship  (North  America) 

Prof.  William  M.  Kelly  (United  Church  of  Canada) 

(d)  Theological  Commission  on  Worship  (Europe) 

Five  persons  nominated  by  the  officers  to  be  invited  by 
the  Secretary 

(e)  Theological  Commission  on  Worship  (East  Asia) 

Three  persons  to  be  invited  by  the  Secretary 

(f)  Theological  Commission  on  Tradition  and  Traditions 
(North  America) 

Dr.  Sydney  E.  Ahlstrom  (Augustana  Evangelical 
Lutheran  Church) 

Prof.  George  B.  Caird  (United  Church  of  Canada) 

(g)  Theological  Commission  on  Tradition  and  Traditions 
(Europe) 

Two  persons  to  be  invited  by  Prof.  Skydsgaard 

(h)  Study  Commission  on  Institutionalism 

Decision  deferred  until  meeting  of  Commission  (see 
page  28) 

3.  Officers  of  Theological  Commissions 

(a)  The  Rev.  Philip  S.  Watson  was  appointed  Vice-Chairman 
of  the  Theological  Commission  on  Christ  and  the  Church  (Europe). 

(b)  The  Rt.  Rev.  Kenneth  Riches  was  appointed  Chairman  of 
the  Theological  Commission  on  Worship  (Europe). 

(c)  The  Rt.Rev.  Lakdasa  de  Mel  was  appointed  Vice-Chairman 
and  Dr.  A.  N.  Gopal  Secretary  of  the  Theological  Commission 
on  Worship  (East  Asia). 

4.  Membership  on  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission 

In  view  of  certain  vacancies  created  by  the  death  or  resignation 
of  members,  as  well  as  the  need  of  co-opting  new  members,  the 
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committee  agreed  to  propose  the  names  of  fourteen  persons  to  be 
nominated  by  the  Commission  for  appointment  by  the  Central 
Committee  (see  page  13). 


5.  Working  Paper  on  Baptism 

The  paper  prepared  by  the  Theological  Commission  on  Christ 
and  the  Church  (Europe)  was  before  the  committee.  It  would  be 
presented  to  the  Commission  by  Prof.  Schlink  for  full  discussion. 
It  was  agreed  that  the  status  of  the  paper  was  not  that  of  a first 
draft  of  a formal  report,  but  rather  of  an  instrument  for  initiating 
a continuing  discussion. 


6.  Faith  and  Order  Study  in  the  Third  Assembly  of  the  World  Council 

Prof.  Florovsky  reminded  the  committee  that  the  Assembly 
will  be  held  in  Asia,  which  means  two  things  : relatively  few  members 
of  the  Commission  may  be  present,  but  many  more  Asian  delegates 
will  take  part.  Prof.  Skydsgaard  declared  that  for  this  reason 
we  should  not  expect  a careful  theological  study  of  a difficult 
question,  e.g.  Baptism,  but  rather  a forceful  exposition  of  such  a 
theme  as  “He  is  our  Peace”  (cf.  Eph.  2:11  ff.).  Prof.  d’Espine 
remarked  that  the  theme  should  not  be  directed  only  towards 
Asians,  inasmuch  as  the  Assembly  studies  are  important  for  Churches 
in  all  the  world.  The  Chairman  thought  that  the  Commission 
must  bring  before  the  Assembly  the  fruits  of  its  on-going  theological 
studies,  however  immature,  so  that  these  may  be  shared  and  wider 
areas  of  interest  built  up.  Prof.  Kantonen  said  that  the  whole 
work  of  the  Assembly  should  be  a witness  to  the  working  of  the 
Holy  Spirit.  Metropolitan  Juhanon  agreed,  but  added  that 
the  Asian  delegates  would  be  most  concerned  to  speak  about  the 
actual  unions  of  Churches,  which  is  a crucial  question  for  them. 
What  can  the  Commission  say  to  them  on  this  ? 

The  Chairman  proposed  two  statements : (1)  We  should  try 
to  emphasize  at  the  Assembly  the  importance  and  relevance  of  the 
great  questions  we  are  studying  in  common,  but  (2)  we  should  not 
expect  the  Assembly  to  produce  an  agreed  report  on  Faith  and 
Order,  but  rather  a general  summary  of  discussions  and  an  agenda 
for  further  study  and  action  by  the  Churches. 

Discussion  of  this  whole  matter  was  deferred  to  its  time  in  the 
ensuing  meeting  of  the  Commission  (see  page  29). 


7.  Appointment  of  Permanent  Secretary 

The  Chairman  referred  to  the  Secretary’s  resignation  as  effective 
1 September  and  the  appointment  for  one  year  of  Dr.  Bridston. 
The  Commission  would  have  to  make  a nomination  for  permanent 
secretary.  Several  names  were  discussed.  It  was  agreed  that 
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nominations  should  be  made  during  a meeting  of  the  Commission, 
that  the  Working  Committee  should  then  act  as  nominating  com- 
mittee and  report  towards  the  end  of  the  meeting. 


8.  The  Future  of  the  Commission  in  the  World  Council 

Anticipating  the  discussion  during  the  Commission  meeting,  the 
committee  agreed  that  the  Chairman  and  Secretary  should  suggest 
the  names  of  about  seven  members  as  a sub-committee  to  study 
this  question  during  the  next  three  years. 

9.  Other  Matters 

The  Secretary  reported  on  the  revision  of  the  “Toronto 
Statement”,  the  Week  of  Prayer  for  Christian  Unity,  the  proposed 
Orthodox-Non-Orthodox  conference,  and  the  Church  Union 
Consultation  of  26-28  July.  No  decisions  were  required. 


10.  Next  Meeting 

It  was  agreed  that  the  1958  meeting  should  be  held  in  Europe, 
perhaps  in  the  second  or  third  week  of  July. 


MEETING  OF  THE  COMMISSION  ON  FAITH 

AND  ORDER 

20-25  JULY  1957 

YALE  DIVINITY  SCHOOL 
NEW  HAVEN,  CONN.,  U.S.A. 


ATTENDANCE 

Members 

Dean  Douglas  Horton.  Vice-Chairman , Dr.  J.  Robert  Nelson, 
Secretary , Bishop  S.  U.  Barbieri,  Dr.  H.  Berkhof,  Prin.  J.  R. 
Chandran,  Dr.  G.  Cragg,  Prof.  V.  E.  Devadutt,  Bishop 
Angus  Dun,  Prof.  H.  d’Espine,  Prof.  G.  Florovsky,  Prof. 
R.  T.  Handy,  Prof.  R.  R. Hartford,  Prof.  D.  W.  Hay,  Bishop 
A.  W.  Howells,  Metropolitan  Juhanon  Mar  Thoma,  Prof. 
T.  A.  Kantonen,  Prof.  P.  S.  Minear,  Dr.  C.  P.  Morehouse, 
Dean  W.  G.  Muelder,  Bishop  J.  E.  L.  Newbigin,  Prof. 
W.  Niesel,  Bishop  A.  Nygren,  Prof.  A.  C.  Outler,  Dr.  E.  A. 
Payne,  Fr.  K.  Philipos,  Dr.  H.  Renkewitz,  Prin.  H.  Roberts, 
Prof.  E.  Schlink,  Dr.  J.  Skoglund,  Prof.  K.  E.  Skydsgaard, 
Prof.  T.  M.  Taylor,  Prof.  J.  N.  Thomas,  Canon  O.  S.  Tomkins, 
Prof.  G.  F.  Wingren,  Dr.  J.  W.  Winterhager. 

Substitutes 

Mr.  F.  Anderson  (for  Prof.  D.  B.  Knox),  Rev.  W.  G.  Baker 
(for  Rev.  J.  Gray),  Dr.  Paul  Clasper  (for  U Ba  Hmyin), 
Dr.  Maurice  A.  Creasey  (for  Percy  Bartlett),  Prof.  E.  A. 
Dowey  (for  Prof.  J.  L.  Trinterud),  Prof.  E.  R.  Fairweather 
(for  Archbishop  W.  F.  Barfoot),  Dr.  Hanfried  Kruger  (for 
Bishop  H.  Lilje),  Prof.  R.  Osborn  (for  Pres.  P.  Gresham), 
Pastor  K.  Schmidt-Clausen  (for  Prof.  E.  Kinder). 

Consultants 

Prof.  D.  Cairns,  Prof.  R.  L.  Calhoun,  Prin.  L.  G.  Champion, 
Ds.  Peter  Latuihamallo,  Bishop  Ferdinand  Sigg,  Prof. 
J.  A.  Sittler,  Pasteur  Charles  Westphal. 

Youth  Consultants 

Mr.  J.  C.  English,  Miss  B.  A.  Griffis,  Mr.  R.  L.  Jewett, 
Mr.  L.  Reiff,  Mr.  W.  M.  Stevens. 
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Visitors 

Dr.  W.  J.  Gallagher,  Rev.  Richard  Heaton. 

World  Council  Staff 

Dr.  R.  S.  Bilheimer,  Dr.  Keith  R.  Bridston,  Dr.  H.  H.  Harms, 
Dr.  W.  A.  Visser  *t  Hooft. 

Staff 

Miss  Jutta  Reich,  minute  secretary  ; Mr.  and  Mrs.  Thomas  Wieser 
and  M.  Barbey,  interpreters. 


PROCEEDINGS 

The  Vice-Chairman,  Dean  Horton,  opened  the  meeting  and 
led  in  prayer.  The  roll  was  called  by  the  Secretary  and  consultants 
and  others  were  introduced.  The  minutes  of  the  1954  meeting  were 

approved. 

In  his  introductory  remarks,  the  Vice-Chairman  noted  that 
this  meeting  was  taking  place  just  30  years  after  the  Lausanne 
Conference  and  20  years  after  the  Edinburgh  Conference.  In 
surveying  these  decades  he  saw  significant  developments  in  the 
movement  for  Christian  unity  and  felt  confident  that  God  would 
continue  to  favour  the  work  of  the  Commission  and  of  all  those 
sympathetic  with  its  purposes.  He  paid  tribute  to  the  four  members 
of  the  Commission  who  had  died  since  the  last  meeting : Bishop 
A.  J.  Allen,  Prof.  D.  M.  Baillie,  Mr.  C.  T.  LeQuesne,  and  Pasteur 
Pierre  Maury.  The  members  stood  respectfully  for  prayer. 

Dean  Horton  then  reminded  the  members  of  the  regretted 
resignation  of  Archbishop  Y.  T.  Brilioth,  who  had  served  the 
Faith  and  Order  movement  since  1920  and  had  been  its  chairman 
since  1947.  On  behalf  of  the  Commission  he  presented  a gift  for 
the  Archbishop,  a silver  tray  appropriately  engraved.  Bishop 
Nygren  received  the  gift,  and  Prof.  Wingren  was  asked  to  convey 
it  to  the  Archbishop  in  Sweden. 


1.  THE  SECRETARY’S  REPORT 

My  report  on  the  work  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  must  begin 
with  an  expression  of  praise  and  thanks  to  Almighty  God  for  sustaining 
our  work  as  well  as  the  whole  movement  for  the  unity  of  His  Church. 
We  who  long  to  see  the  end  of  division  and  estrangement  within  the  One 
Church  are  precisely  the  ones  who  must  be  most  realistic  and  clear-minded 
about  the  difficulties  involved  in  bringing  them  to  an  end.  Yet  we  can  say 
quite  realistically  that  hardly  any  three-year  period,  perhaps  no  such 
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period,  in  history  has  provided  so  much  evidence  that  the  divisions  be- 
tween Churches  are  being  overcome  as  this  triennium  has  since  we  last  met 
in  1954.  This  is  not  said  in  the  manner  of  heroic  and  bravado.  It  is, 
I believe,  a statement  of  plain  fact,  based  upon  information  received  from 
many  countries  of  the  world.  The  unity  movement  has  accelerated  during 
these  three  years  in  an  amazing  way.  Church  unions  have  been  consum- 
mated, older  union  negotiations  between  Churches  have  been  revived  or 
intensified,  new  negotiations  have  begun,  numerous  conferences  on  unity 
have  been  held,  dozens  of  books  and  hundreds  of  speeches  have  pointed 
the  way  to  unity,  minds  have  been  changed,  prejudices  dropped  and 
understanding  achieved,  and  prayers  have  been  offered  in  ways  and  quanti- 
ties beyond  our  reckoning.  Even  while  many  churches  and  Christians 
have  been  untouched  by  this  movement,  or  have  taken  a negative  attitude 
towards  it,  these  important  things  have  been  happening  since  1954  and 
are  happening  now.  And  our  first  response  is  that  of  praise  to  God.  “This 
is  the  Lord’s  doing ; it  is  marvelous  in  our  eyes.” 

Neither  the  World  Council  of  Churches  nor  the  Faith  and  Order 
Commission  within  it  claims  a monopoly  on  matters  of  Christian  unity. 
Many  developments  in  the  direction  of  unity  are  taking  place  outside  the 
recognizable  area  of  our  work.  This  is  as  it  should  be.  Nevertheless  we 
must  not  ignore  the  impressive  fact  that  this  Commission  holds  a unique 
place  in  the  whole  world.  It  is  the  only  fully  international  and  inter- 
confessional body  which  has  as  its  sole  purpose  the  promotion  of  the 
unity  of  all  Christian  people.  This  is  no  cause  for  boasting  about  our 
Commission.  Just  the  contrary.  It  is  cause  for  asking  ourselves  honestly 
whether  we  have  been  sufficiently  obedient  and  diligent  and  wise  in  our 
work  as  individual  members  and  as  a cooperating  group.  Perhaps  a 
concise  review  of  our  activities  since  1954  will  aid  us  in  answering  that 
question. 


II.  Programs  of  Study 

The  main  emphasis  of  the  Commission  continues  to  be  placed  upon 
the  study  of  those  questions  which  we  consider  to  be  of  highest  importance 
in  the  common  quest  for  manifest  unity.  The  four  areas  in  which  we  are 
working  were  delineated  by  the  Lund  Conference  of  1952.  The  wisdom 
shown  in  selecting  these  four  has  been  vindicated  adequately  by  the  course 
of  the  studies  themselves  and  by  the  widening  recognition  given  to  them. 

A.  In  1954  we  noted  that  two  Theological  Commissions  had  been 
established  by  the  Working  Committee  for  the  study  of  the  Nature 
of  God’s  Church  in  the  light  of  the  Person  and  Work  of  Jesus  Christ 
and  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  Soon  in  the  present  meeting  we  shall  receive 
progress  reports  on  this  significant  study  as  presented  by  the  chairmen 
of  the  European  and  American  commissions  respectively,  Bishop 
Anders  Nygren  and  Professor  Robert  L.  Calhoun.  A good  amount 
of  time  will  be  allotted  for  a general  evaluation  of  these  reports  and 
comments  upon  the  relevance  of  the  study  for  the  relationships  of  the 
Churches.  The  members  of  these  two  commissions  have  shown  their 
fidelity  by  meeting  each  year,  with  joint  meetings  being  held  in  1954 
and  in  the  past  week  at  Yale.  In  a manner  which  was  hardly  anticipated 
at  the  outset,  the  Europeans  and  Americans  have  pursued  their 
inquiry  along  very  similar  lines,  which  are  now  being  seen  to  converge. 
With  regard  to  these  theologians,  at  least,  it  cannot  be  said  that  the 
European  and  American  ways  of  thought  are  of  great  difference. 
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The  more  than  twenty  essays  written  by  these  men  have  dealt  chiefly 
with  the  Divine  intention  for  the  Church  in  its  origin  and  maintenance 
through  history,  the  way  in  which  we  may  understand  the  character 
of  the  Church  as  derived  from  its  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  and  the  means 
by  which  the  Holy  Spirit  of  God  dwells  in  the  Church  and  gives  it 
life.  The  commissions  have  thus  been  acting  upon  the  mandate  of 
the  Lund  Conference  that  they  study  in  common,  without  too  much 
confessional  self-consciousness,  these  essential  questions  of  Christian 
doctrine.  From  the  point  of  general  agreements  thus  obtained  they 
may  next  proceed  to  more  specific  issues  affecting  the  unity  of  the 
Church.  The  first  issue  to  be  treated  is  that  of  Baptism.  For  more 
than  a year  we  have  been  stimulating  a fresh  consideration  of  the 
implications  of  the  one  Baptism  for  the  manifestation  of  the  one 
Church.  During  this  present  meeting  we  shall  give  much  critical 
attention  to  a working  paper  on  the  subject  which  was  prepared  in 
Holland  last  month  by  the  European  theological  commission  on  Christ 
and  the  Church.  There  is  good  reason  to  hope  that  this  effort  will 
have  widespread  consequences  in  the  thinking  of  Christian  people 
about  the  meaning  of  Baptism. 

B.  The  Theological  Commissions  on  Tradition  and  Traditions  are 
also  advancing  successfully  in  Europe  and  North  America  under  the 
leadership  of  their  chairmen,  Professor  K.  E.  Skydsgaard  and  Pro- 
fessor Albert  C.  Outler.  All  those  persons  who  have  given  careful 
attention  to  the  factors  which  divide  the  Churches  will  appreciate 
readily  the  pertinence  of  this  study.  And  those  who  know  the  present 
trends  of  discussion  in  Christian  history  and  theology  will  testify  to 
its  timeliness.  There  is,  without  question,  a common  core  of  Christian 
faith  and  practice  which  has  not  been  sufficiently  acknowledged  as 
being  common  and  therefore  as  constitutive  of  Christian  unity.  The 
same  may  be  said  about  the  common  history  of  the  People  of  God 
since  Pentecost,  a history  which  has  taken  diverse  forms  in  various 
lands  and  cultures,  but  which  nevertheless  belongs  to  all  of  us  despite 
its  diversity.  Furthermore,  the  separate  confessional  and  denomina- 
tional traditions  to  which  all  of  us  are  indebted,  and  by  the  influence 
of  which  our  ways  of  believing  and  acting  have  been  moulded,  need 
to  be  understood  more  clearly  and  taught  more  objectively  than  they 
have  been  until  now.  In  five  meetings  since  1954  the  members  of 
these  theological  commissions  have  been  approaching  such  questions, 
in  ways  which  the  two  chairmen  will  present  to  you. 

C.  ~ The  Ways  and  Meaning  of  Christian  Worship  is  a matter  which 
should  never  cease  being  studied  in  the  ecumenical  movement.  Cer- 
tainly there  is  no  activity  in  which  we  engage  as  Christians  wherein 
both  our  closeness  and  distance  are  felt  more  keenly.  Regardless  of 
the  strangeness  of  ways  of  worship  other  than  our  own,  we  know  that 
persons  who  worship  in  those  ways  are  adoring  and  serving  the  same 
God  and  Father  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  whom  we  worship.  Never- 
theless, the  very  strangeness  of  outward  form,  as  well  as  the  differences 
of  apprehension  of  inward  meaning,  may  keep  us  apart  more  effectively 
than  other  divisive  factors. 

In  1954  we  heard  the  reports  of  three  inquiry  groups  which  had 
been  appointed  by  the  Working  Committee  in  Asia,  North  America 
and  Europe.  These  offered  suggestions  as  to  lines  along  which  the 
study  of  worship  might  be  pursued,  in  continuation  of  the  studies 
which  preceded  the  Lund  Conference.  We  then  appointed  three  Theo- 
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logical  Commissions  to  carry  on  this  complex  study  in  the  three 
continents.  Principal  J.  R.  Chandran  will  describe  to  us  the  achieve- 
ments of  his  Asian  commission,  with  its  particular  interest  in  the 
life-and-death  question  of  indigenization  of  Christian  worship  in  Asian 
cultures,  as  well  as  the  importance  of  worship  for  evangelism.  Lest 
he  fail  to  mention  two  aspects  of  this  study,  I wish  to  underscore 
first  the  significance  of  our  having  now  in  the  Faith  and  Order  Com- 
mission a major  project  of  study  in  which  Asian  theologians  can 
contribute  fully,  and  secondly  the  distinctively  valuable  way  in  which 
Principal  Chandran,  through  his  own  travel  and  holding  special 
conferences,  has  been  able  to  extend  this  study  across  great  distances 
in  India,  Indonesia,  Japan  and  the  Philippines. 

The  North  American  commission  has  met  twice  for  the  purpose 
of  planning  the  procedure  of  its  study  and  rounding  out  its  member- 
ship. It  is  now  progressing  in  a most  encouraging  way  under  the 
leadership  of  Professor  Joseph  A.  Sittler,  who  will  report  on  its  work. 
It  seems  evident  that  in  this  study  especially  the  unique  character 
of  American  churches  and  their  liturgical  practices  will  play  a role. 

Rather  late  in  commencing  its  work  has  been  the  European  com- 
mission on  Worship,  which  met  for  the  first  time  last  month.  When 
it  became  evident  that  its  original  chairman,  the  Archbishop  of 
York,  Dr.  Ramsey,  was  unable  to  give  adequate  attention  to  this 
project,  his  successor  was  found  in  the  person  of  the  Bishop  of 
Lincoln,  the  Rt.  Rev.  Kenneth  Riches.  After  attending  last  month’s 
meeting,  I have  felt  that  the  v/ork  of  this  commission  will  prove  to  be  of 
unusual  value  in  our  ecumenical  understanding  of  worship  and  in 
our  practice  of  it. 

One  thing  we  have  tried  to  emphasize  in  these  liturgical  studies  is 
the  insufficiency  of  mere  research,  conversation  and  debate.  These 
are  indispensable,  to  be  sure.  And  yet  the  members  of  these  com- 
missions know  that  the  desired  understanding  may  be  found  only 
when  study  is  joined  with  common  acts  of  prayer  and  worship. 

D.  The  fourth  area  of  our  current  program  of  study  is  the  much 
discussed  role  of  social  and  cultural  factors  in  Christian  unity.  Many 
of  you  remember  the  prominence  of  this  theme  at  Lund  in  1952, 
and  the  mandate  given  to  our  Commission  to  pursue  it.  This  has 
not  been  easy  to  do,  simply  because  the  number  of  relevant  questions 
is  limitless  in  this  field.  After  extended  discussion  and  inquiry, 
however,  the  Working  Committee  in  1955  agreed  to  the  proposal 
of  Dean  Walter  G.  Muelder  that  we  focus  our  attention  upon  the 
single  issue  of  ecclesiastical  Institutionalism.  This  in  itself  is  a question 
with  numerous  implications,  but  at  least  it  is  compassable  by  a study 
commission.  A commission  was  therefore  appointed  with  Dean 
Muelder  as  chairman,  and  a very  fruitful  meeting  was  held  this 
summer  in  Boston.  The  quite  exciting  report  on  this  commission’s 
work  will  also  be  reported  to  you  soon  for  your  criticism  and  approval. 

Thus  we  behold  our  eight  distinct  theological  commissions  involv- 
ing more  than  90  of  the  leading  Christian  thinkers  of  three  continents. 
Apart  from  our  interest  in  them  and  appreciation  of  the  efforts  made 
by  their  members,  we  may  raise  two  questions  : How  can  such  diverse 
studies  be  kept  in  some  coherent  pattern  ? And  to  what  goal  are 
they  leading  ? 

No  satisfactory  answer  has  yet  been  proposed  to  the  question 
about  coherence.  Perhaps  it  is  too  early  to  see  how  the  four  lines 
of  study  may,  by  interpenetration  and  mutual  influence,  lead  towards 
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a coherent  result.  Of  course,  we  have  interchange  of  papers  among 
the  theological  commissions;  and  the  Working  Committee  and  the 
secretary  examine  the  studies  regularly  with  an  eye  towards  coordina- 
tion. But  more  attention  will  need  to  be  given  to  this  as  the  studies 
proceed  during  the  coming  three  years. 

As  to  the  goals  of  our  studies,  we  can  say  two  things  with  certainty. 
We  shall  want  to  appropriate  for  the  Faith  and  Order  section  of  the 
Third  Assembly,  1960,  whatever  findings  the  theological  commissions 
regard  as  sufficiently  mature  and  representative  by  that  time.  I remind 
you  that  the  Central  Committee  has  agreed  that  Faith  and  Order 
should  play  a larger  role  in  the  Third  Assembly  than  in  the  Second 
at  Evanston.  Also,  the  Working  Committee  last  year  decided  that 
in  1963  there  should  be  an  enlarged  meeting  of  the  Faith  and  Order 
Commission  including  all  the  members  of  the  theological  commissions 
and  certain  others,  totalling  not  more  than  200  persons.  By  this 
time  the  studies  should  be  in  their  penultimate  stage  of  fruition  and 
ready  for  careful  consideration  by  such  an  expert  body.  Note  that 
this  would  not  be  a World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  in  succession 
to  Lund.  The  literary  form  in  which  the  studies  will  finally  be  reported 
is  a question  being  held  in  abeyance.  Thus  our  entire  study  program 
will  have  occupied  a period  of  ten  years,  which  is  hardly  too  long 
a time  for  matters  of  such  complexity  and  importance. 


III.  How  the  essential  oneness  of  the  Church  is  proclaimed  by  the  Commission 

None  of  us  believe  that  the  divisions  of  the  Churches  can  be  overcome 
by  the  study  process  alone.  Important  as  the  work  of  the  theological 
commissions  may  be  in  the  quest  for  the  knowledge  of  God’s  will  for  the 
One  Church,  it  must  be  complemented  by  more  direct  consideration  of  the 
present  relationships  of  the  Churches  in  particular  countries.  This  does 
not  mean  at  all  that  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  is  permitted  to 
abandon  its  basic  policy  of  neutrality  and  non-coercion  with  respect  to 
schemes  of  union  oi  programs  of  negotiation  between  Churches.  The  Com- 
mission cannot  do  what  the  Churches  alone  have  the  right  to  do  for 
themselves.  However,  a rather  new  interpretation  of  the  rightful  work  of 
the  Commission  has  been  evolving  since  1954.  This  frees  the  Commission 
from  such  restrictions  as  would  keep  it  detached  and  disinterested  in 
relation  to  the  Churches,  and  in  effect  makes  the  Commission  a much 
more  useful  instrument  in  the  service  of  the  Churches.  Two  aspects  of 
this  modification  have  been  wrought  out  by  the  Working  Committee  and 
approved  by  the  World  Council’s  Central  Committee. 

A.  Regional  Conferences  and  Consultations 

First  we  are  now  authorized  to  play  a part  in  the  holding  of  regional 
or  national  conferences  on  Faith  and  Order,  which  are  planned  by  the 
Churches  concerned  but  in  liaison  with  our  Commission,  and  also  of 
regional  or  bi-lateral  confessional  meetings  for  which  the  Commission 
takes  initiative^  By  such  means  the  concerns  of  Faith  and  Order  which 
may  seem  very  remote  from  the  daily  experiences  of  local  and  regional 
church  bodies  are  brought  down  from  the  level  of  world-wide  conferences 
to  places  where  these  bodies  exist.  Examples  of  the  excellent  conferences 
of  the  first  kind  are  those  held  in  New  Zealand,  1955,  in  India,  May  of 
1957,  in  North  America,  September  of  1957,  and  in  Australia,  1959. 
The  single  inter-confessional  consultation  is  that  which  we  have  been 
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carrying  forward  in  Europe  between  the  Reformed  and  Lutheran  confes- 
sions. Information  about  these  events  will  be  brought  to  us  during  the 
meeting. 

In  this  connection  we  should  not  fail  to  note  how  helpful  have  been 
the  national  committees  on  Faith  and  Order  in  a number  of  countries,  and 
how  great  is  the  need  for  such  committees  to  be  developed  in  still  other 
lands. 

B.  Church  Union  Consultations 

The  second  important  decision  has  been  to  permit  the  Commission  to 
hold  regular  consultations  on  church  union  negotiations,  without  fear  of 
calling  them  “official”  or  “normal”  parts  of  the  Commission’s  work. 
The  consultations  at  Lund  and  Chicago  were  announced  as  “unofficial”, 
rather  like  an  offspring  for  which  the  Commission  would  admit  no  paternal 
responsibility.  Next  week,  July  26-28th,  we  shall  convene  about  fifty 
persons  who  have  been  closely  connected  with  actual  negotiations  of  the 
churches  for  intercommunion  or  union,  and  thus  provide  them  opportunity 
to  share  their  problems  and  discoveries  in  a personal  way.  In  view  of  the 
35  or  more  current  negotiations,  we  could  not  find  a more  timely  occasion 
for  this  consultation.  All  members  are  invited. 

Related  to  this  kind  of  project  is  the  work  which  the  secretary  must 
continually  perform  on  behalf  of  the  Commission  in  gathering  accurate 
information  about  church  unity  developments,  publishing  surveys,  and 
disseminating  essential  documents  which  arise  in  the  course  of  negotiations. 
Once  more  I must  plead  that  a primary  obligation  of  every  member  of 
this  Commission  should  be  to  keep  the  secretary  informed  of  such  move- 
ments in  his  own  Church  or  land  and  to  provide  when  possible  the  appro- 
priate literature. 


IV.  The  Future  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  in  the  World  Council 

During  our  present  meeting  you  will  be  asked  to  think  very  carefully 
about  the  suitability  and  adequacy  of  the  Commission  as  it  now  stands 
for  carrying  out  its  full  task  of  proclaiming  and  promoting  the  oneness  of 
Church  of  Jesus  Christ  in  all  the  world.  This  means  in  particular  that 
we  must  consider  whether  our  present  place  in  the  total  structure  and 
program  of  the  World  Council  is  such  as  to  afford  maximum  opportunity 
for  keeping  the  claims  of  Christian  unity  before  the  World  Council  and 
its  member  Churches.  The  Council’s  Central  Committee  would  welcome 
whatever  suggestions  we  may  offer  with  respect  to  this  question.  Since  1954 
the  work  of  Faith  and  Order  has  been  carried  on  as  part  of  the  Division 
of  Studies,  and  in  this  context  it  has  obviously  been  flourishing,  as  the 
foregoing  report  indicates.  However,  there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that 
the  coming  years  of  the  World  Council’s  life,  with  its  increasing  concern 
for  the  evangelistic  mission  and  the  inner  renewal  of  the  Churches,  may 
not  also  require  a clearer  and  more  forceful  exposition  of  the  meaning 
and  urgency  of  unity  and  its  inevitable  relationship  to  both  renewal  and 
mission.  So  we  anticipate  a fruitful  discussion  in  the  coming  days  of  the 
future  tasks  and  prospects  of  Faith  and  Order.  And  in  connection  with 
this,  we  shall  have  to  give  thought  to  both  the  subject  matter  of  the  Third 
Assembly  of  the  Council  and  the  needed  revision  of  the  famous  and 
fundamentally  important  “Toronto  Statement”  on  The  Church,  the 
Churches  and  the  World  Council  of  Churches. 
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V.  Prayer  for  Christian  unity 

I am  always  tempted  when  making  a talk  on  Faith  and  Order  to  dwell 
at  great  length  on  the  futility  of  working  for  Christian  unity  when  that 
work  is  not  built  upon  the  presupposition  of  faith  that  our  first  obligation 
is  to  pray  for  unity.  In  various  meetings  of  the  past  we  have  discussed  this 
matter  in  the  form  of  appropriate  times  and  occasions  for  such  prayer, 
when  members  of  all  Churches  may  join  in  a common  great  outpouring 
of  supplications  to  God.  We  shall  not  raise  this  rather  tiresome  question 
now,  simply  because  for  the  present  there  seems  to  be  no  period  in  the 
calendar  which  will  suit  all  Churches  of  the  World  Council.  To  be  sure 
we  in  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  are  continuing  the  practice  of 
many  years’  standing  by  emphasizing  the  unique  suitability  of  the  period 
January  18th  to  25th,  or  at  more  convenient  periods,  e.g.  Ascensiontide 
in  Australia.  Like  the  mustard  seed,  this  practice  is  growing  slowly  and 
steadily,  though  it  is  hardly  possible  to  foresee  the  time  when  it  shall 
become  any  larger  than  a shrub  in  comparison  with  the  great  trees  of  other 
interests  which  concern  Christian  people.  Many  unusual  and  inspiring 
stories  could  be  told  by  people  in  this  room  about  the  ways  in  which  this 
common  devotion  to  God  has  brought  Christians  together  in  spirit  across 
seemingly  impassable  gulfs  of  doctrine  and  order.  And  although  the 
efforts  of  our  Commission  to  promote  this  period  and  practice  of  prayer 
are  still  very  modest,  I can  report  with  much  satisfaction  that  in  each  of 
the  past  four  years  there  has  been  a very  great  increase  in  the  request  for 
prayer  leaflets  and  in  observances  of  the  week.  Your  obligation  and  mine, 
as  members  of  this  Commission,  is  first  to  engage  in  prayer  for  unity 
every  day,  and  secondly  to  encourage  our  brethren  to  join  us. 


VI.  Conclusion  and  personal  word 

Perhaps  this  is  sufficient  as  a reminder  to  you  of  what  the  Faith  and 
Order  Commission  has  been  doing  since  1954  and  as  an  introduction  to 
the  various  items  which  make  up  our  agenda  for  the  present  meeting. 
So  I shall  conclude  with  a few  observations  of  a personal  nature.  In 
previous  communications  and  Working  Committee  minutes  I have  reported 
to  you  on  some  of  the  more  unusual  travels  I have  undertaken  in  many 
countries  in  the  interest  of  promoting  this  great  work.  If  it  were  not  for 
the  many  responsibilities  which  keep  the  secretary  in  his  Geneva  office 
and  home,  there  would  be  ample  reason  for  his  travelling  almost  con- 
stantly. There  is  an  insatiable  need  for  such  visitation.  And  despite 
Ahe  helpfulness  of  colleagues  in  the  Division  of  Studies  who  oversee  the 
affairs  in  the  office,  it  is  clear  that  there  is  a pressing  need  for  a second 
secretary  with  whom  the  tasks  and  pleasures  of  both  travel  and  office  work 
may  be  shared. 

I am  convinced  that  these  personal  relations  and  visits  with  leaders  of 
the  Churches,  and  particularly  with  members  of  this  Commission,  contri- 
bute more  to  the  effective  work  of  the  secretary  than  any  other  thing. 
And  I wish  to  express  my  gratitude  to  the  fifty  or  more  members  of  the 
Commission  whose  hospitality  and  helpfulness  I have  been  privileged  to 
enjoy  during  these  four  years  past.  My  sincere  thanks  are  also  extended 
to  the  officers  of  the  Commission  for  the  guidance  they  have  given  me 
and  to  my  colleagues  in  Geneva  for  their  inestimable  assistance,  encour- 
agement and  friendship. 

It  is  with  the  most  genuine  regret  that  I see  my  secretarial  service  to 
Faith  and  Order  coming  to  an  end  in  September.  As  I anticipate  the 


13 


beginning  of  a new  ministry  in  the  field  of  theological  education,  I can 
attest  that  my  chief  cause  for  gratification  in  it  is  that  I shall  have  all 
the  more  opportunity  for  extending  the  basic  interests  of  Faith  and  Order 
in  my  own  country.  And  it  is  with  a sense  of  confidence  and  assurance 
that  I will  soon  turn  over  to  the  highly  competent  hands  of  Dr.  Bridston 
the  fascinating,  demanding,  baffling,  frustrating,  rewarding  and  gratifying 
responsibilities  which  I have  tried  to  carry. 

As  we  all  know,  this  movement  for  unity  has  had  an  extensive  history 
during  centuries  past,  with  times  of  elation  and  times  of  depression  as  to 
its  progress.  There  have  been  periods  of  bitterness  and  division,  when 
Christians  thought  as  did  many  in  17th  century  Britain, 

Whose  dying  pens  did  write  of  Christian  union, 

How  Church  with  Church  might  safely  keep  Communion, 

Who  finding  discords  daily  to  increase, 

Because  they  could  not  live,  would  die,  in  peace. 

Most  of  us  have  been  spared  that  kind  of  pain.  On  the  contrary,  we  are 
permitted  to  enjoy  the  firmest  hopes  that  the  unity  about  which  our  fathers 
despaired  may  be  experienced  increasingly  within  and  among  the  Churches 
of  which  we  are  members.  We  believe  that  it  is  God’s  will  that  this  should 
be.  We  are  not  Utopians.  We  know  that  we  cannot  build  true  unity  by 
forceful  effort  any  more  than  we  can  take  the  Kingdom  of  God  by  storm. 
But  we  try  only  to  be  obedient  to  our  Lord  and  rejoice  when  we  can 
discern  the  many  signs  of  the  way  He  is  now  conforming  the  churches 
to  the  unity  which  He  alone  has  given. 

At  the  close  of  the  Secretary’s  report,  the  Vice-Chairman  and 
five  other  members  joined  in  presenting  a gift  of  books  to  Dr.  Nelson 
in  appreciation  of  his  work  for  the  Commission  since  1952. 


2.  ELECTION  OF  OFFICERS 

Canon  Tomkins  reported  on  the  nominations  made  by  the 
Working  Committee  for  Chairman  and  Vice-Chairman,  namely 
Dean  Douglas  Horton  and  Bishop  J.  E.  L.  Newbigin  respectively. 
Both  were  elected  unanimously. 


3.  NOMINATION  OF  NEW  MEMBERS 

The  following  persons  were  nominated  to  the  Central  Committee 
for  appointment  as  members  of  the  Commission  : 

Prof.  David  Cairns,  Prof.  R.  L.  Calhoun,  Prin.  L.  G.  Champion, 
Prof.  Edward  A.  Dowey,  Director  Pehr  Edwall,  Rev.  Norman 
Gilkison,  Rev.  W.  F.  Hambly,  Prof.  Basil  Ioannidis,  Rev.  Peter  D. 
Latuihamallo,  Dr.  J.  R.  Nelson,  Rt.  Rev.  Kenneth  Riches,  Bishop 
Ferdinand  Sigg,  Prof.  J.  A.  Sittler,  Pasteur  Charles  Westphal. 


4.  STUDY  ON  THE  IMPLICATIONS  OF  BAPTISM  FOR 

CHRISTIAN  UNITY 

The  Commission  had  received  during  preceding  months  a number 
of  papers  on  the  question  of  Baptism,  notably  the  one  by  Prof. 
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G.  W.  H.  Lampe  (Printed  in  the  Bulletin  of  the  Division  of  Studies, 
Vol.  Ill,  No.  1,  March  1957).  This  preparatory  study  was  carried 
on  by  the  Theological  Commission  on  Christ  and  the  Church 
(Europe)  and  eventuated  in  a working  paper  which  was  now  before 
the  Commission.  Its  text  follows  : 

Within  the  disunity  of  the  churches,  the  unity  of  baptism  has  remained. 
With  few  exceptions,  the  churches  mutually  recognise  the  baptisms  which 
they  administer,  and  do  not  repeat  the  sacrament  when  there  is  transition 
from  one  church  to  another.  We  of  the  member  churches  of  the  World 
Council  have  to  emphasize  afresh  what  this  unity  maintained  in  disunity 
means  for  our  inter-relationships.  The  fathers  of  the  first  ecumenical 
synod  at  Nicaea,  confessing  one  Christ,  found  themselves  compelled  to 
reaffirm  the  one  baptism  in  accordance  with  the  teaching  of  the  New 
Testament.  We  also,  making  the  same  confession  and  in  obedience  to  the 
same  teaching,  confess  “the  one  baptism  for  the  remission  of  sins.” 

In  all  our  churches  baptism  is  administered  in  accordance  with  the 
command  given  in  Mt.  28  : 19-20  : “Go  ye  therefore,  and  make  disciples 
of  all  the  nations,  baptizing  them  into  the  name  of  the  Father  and  of  the 
Son  and  of  the  Holy  Ghost : teaching  them  to  observe  all  things  whatsoever 
I commanded  you  : and  lo,  I am  with  you  alway,  even  unto  the  end  of 
the  world.” 

I.  The  triune  God  who  has  laid  hold  upon  us  in  Jesus  Christ,  in 
baptism  has  dealt  with  us  in  His  saving  and  renewing  grace.  Through 
this  baptism  He  has  appropriated  us  to  Himself  so  that  we  no  longer 
belong  to  ourselves. 

(a)  God  has  set  His  love  upon  us  in  the  new  covenant  which  the 
Father  has  concluded  with  humanity  in  the  death  of  Jesus  Christ. 
In  His  love  He  has  taken  us  up  in  baptism  to  be  members  of 
His  people  and  adopted  us  to  sonship  so  that  we  are  brothers  of 
Jesus  Christ. 

(b)  God  has  come  to  us  in  Jesus  Christ  His  Son,  who  has  taken  upon 
Himself  our  humanity  that  we  being  united  with  Him  in  His 
obedient  life  and  death  might  participate  in  His  resurrection. 
In  baptism  we  are  crucified,  dead,  and  buried  with  Christ  and 
the  body  of  sin  is  done  away,  so  that  we  no  longer  serve  sin, 
but  walk  in  newness  of  life.  Having  entered  into  full  solidarity 
with  us  sinners  in  His  baptism  in  Jordan,  He  has  given  to  us 
in  our  baptism  to  participate  in  His  life  of  obedience  to  the 
Father.  For  the  Son  of  God  became  man,  in  order  that  we  men 
should  become  the  sons  of  God. 

(c)  God  has  poured  out  His  Spirit  without  measure  upon  Jesus  Christ 
who  loved  the  Church  and  gave  Himself  for  it,  and  has  thus 
also  been  pleased  to  pour  out  His  Spirit  upon  the  Church,  that 
He  might  sanctify  it  unto  Himself.  By  baptism  in  the  name  of 
Christ  we  are  placed  under  the  lordship  of  Christ  and  receive 
His  Holy  Spirit.  For  the  crucified  and  risen  Christ  continues  to 
exercise  His  lordship  in  the  power  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  Through 
the  Holy  Spirit,  who  also  works  wherever  He  wills  outside 
baptism,  we  are  united  with  the  living  Christ  and  empowered  for 
manifold  service  to  one  another  and  for  witness  to  the  world. 

We  believe  that  by  baptism  God  the  Father,  the  Son  and  the 
Holy  Spirit,  has  acted  upon  us  and  that  our  life  is  determined  by  the 
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one  name  of  the  triune  God.  It  is  thus  by  baptism  in  His  name  that 
we  are  one  people  of  God,  one  body  of  Christ,  one  temple  of  the 
Holy  Spirit. 

II.  In  this  faith  we  know  that  we  are  sent  by  God  to  those  who  are 
still  afar  off,  in  order  that  they  too  may  become  members  of  the 
people  of  God.  For  Jesus  Christ  died  for  the  sins  of  the  whole  world, 
and  all  men  are  placed  under  His  lordship.  Thus  following  the 
apostles  and  in  obedience  to  the  Lord’s  commission  we  have  to  make 
disciples  of  all  nations. 

fa ) For  the  carrying  out  of  this  mission  Jesus  Christ  has  given  to  His 
Church  the  ordinance  of  baptism  as  the  sign  and  seal  that 
He  fulfils  what  He  has  promised  in  the  Gospel.  This  living 
Word  of  Christ  is  effective  in  baptism  for  the  forgiveness  of  sins, 
deliverance  from  evil  and  the  gift  of  everlasting  life. 

(b)  Baptism  is  the  pledge  that  God  sets  His  love  upon  us,  but  it  is 
also  the  sign  given  to  us  for  the  response  of  repentance  and  faith. 
It  is  the  means  whereby  we  testify  to  our  faith  that  we  are  adopted 
as  the  children  of  God.  For  some  of  us  baptism  witnesses  to  a 
repentance  and  faith  present  at  the  time  of  administration  ; for 
others  it  is  not  restricted  in  this  way.  We  all  believe  however 
that  the  significance  of  baptism  is  not  limited  to  any  moment 
of  time,  but  its  promise  extends  effectually  to  the  whole  of  our 
life  here  and  to  the  resurrection  of  the  body.  We  also  believe 
that  faith  is  the  gift  of  God,  and  through  the  power  of  the  Spirit 
we  are  given  to  share  in  the  faithfulness  and  obedience  of  Jesus 
which  He  offers  to  God  on  our  behalf. 

(c)  As  baptism  is  the  sacrament  of  our  initiation  into  Christ  and  His 
redemption  and  of  our  participation  in  His  new  humanity,  the 
Lord’s  Supper  has  been  given  as  the  sacrament  of  our  perpetual 
renewal  in  Him.  Through  baptism  we  are  once  and  for  all  incor- 
porated into  the  body  of  Christ ; through  the  Eucharist  we  are 
preserved  and  built  up  in  His  body.  The  two  sacraments  are  thus 
complementary  to  one  another,  the  latter  resting  upon  the  former. 

Behind  the  baptism  of  each  individual  there  stands  the  corporate 
baptism  of  the  Church  which  is  already  cleansed  and  sanctified  through 
the  self-sacrifice  of  Christ  and  the  gift  of  the  Spirit  at  Pentecost. 
Thus  every  individual  administration  of  baptism  is  a sharing  in  the 
one  corporate  act  in  Christ  which  unifies  the  whole  Church.  The 
Church  incorporated  into  Christ  as  His  one  body  is  given  growth 
and  renewal  in  its  unity  and  common  life  through  continual  hearing 
of  the  Word  and  participation  in  the  Lord’s  Supper. 

III.  There  belong  inseparably  together  the  one  body,  one  Spirit,  one 
hope,  one  Lord,  one  faith,  one  baptism,  one  God  and  Father  (Eph. 
4:4).  In  virtue  of  this  interconnexion  the  confession  of  one  baptism 
has  unavoidable  implications  for  the  inter-relationships  of  divided 
churches.  In  baptism  we  are  all  incorporated  into  the  fulness  of  Christ. 

(a)  The  unity  of  baptism  commits  us  to  common  confession  of  the 
great  acts  of  God  which  He  has  accomplished  once  and  for  all  in  Christ, 
and  which  by  the  Word  and  sacraments  He  performs  upon  the  world 
and  will  continue  to  do . 
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(b)  The  unity  of  baptism  commits  us  to  common  obedience  in 
discipleship  to  Christ,  both  in  service  to  one  another  and  in  service 
to  the  world. 

(c)  The  unity  of  baptism  commits  us  to  acknowledge  that  the 
continuity  as  well  as  the  unity  of  the  Church  has  its  foundation  in 
baptismal  incorporation  into  Christ.- 

(d)  The  unity  of  baptism  commits  us  to  remove  the  obstacles  to 
manifesting  the  one  body  of  Christ  in  the  world  by  common  reception 
of  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ  in  the  Eucharist. 

(e)  The  unity  of  baptism  commits  us  to  remove  the  obstacles  to 
reciprocal  recognition  of  the  ministries  by  which  Christ  wills  to  hold 
together  His  body. 

(f)  The  unity  of  baptism  commits  us  to  acknowledge  that  the 
ministry  of  Word  and  sacrament  has  its  place  only  within  the  corporate 
ministry  of  the  whole  body. 

The  working  paper  was  introduced  by  Prof.  Schlink.  He 
spoke  first  of  the  controversies  about  Baptism  during  the  early 
centuries  of  the  Church  and  showed  that  from  the  time  of  Augustine 
there  has  been  maintained  a wider  recognition  of  Baptism  among 
various  parties  or  confessions  than  of  the  Eucharist,  ministry,  or 
body  of  doctrine.  This  recognition  should  neither  be  exaggerated 
nor  underestimated.  It  is  an  important  fact,  worthy  of  our  careful 
attention,  that  divided  Churches  today  may  find  that  the  approach 
to  unity  is  made  easier  if  they  act  upon  the  recognition  they  already 
give  to  the  reality  of  Baptism  as  practiced  in  other  Churches  than 
their  own.  The  working  paper,  continued  Prof.  Schlink,  is  an 
attempt  to  express  a common  understanding  of  the  biblical  teaching 
on  Baptism  and  its  present  implications.  It  stresses  the  primacy 
of  the  act  of  the  triune  God,  and  the  Trinity  dictates  the  pattern 
of  the  paper. 

In  the  discussion  which  ensued,  Dr.  Creasey  expressed  as  a 
Quaker  both  his  appreciation  for  the  insights  of  the  paper  and  his 
perplexity  as  a representative  of  a Christian  body  which  does  not 
practice  Baptism  in  the  usual  manner.  Bishop  Nygren  emphasised 
the  presupposition  of  the  paper,  namely,  that  the  Baptism  of  Jesus 
Christ  himself  is  primary  and  decisive  for  our  understanding  of 
Baptism.  Prof.  Devadutt  raised  the  great  question  of  believer’s 
Baptism,  which  was  not  explicitly  treated  in  the  working  paper, 
and  questioned  whether  the  rite  can  be  effectually  administered 
apart  from  the  candidate’s  profession  of  faith.  Prof.  Minear 
declared  that  in  America  at  least  there  was  as  much  reason  to  speak 
of  the  divisive  effect  of  Baptism  as  of  its  unitive  effect,  for  mutual 
recognition  is  less  widespread  than  in  Europe.  The  critical  theo- 
logical problem  for  American  churches  is  whether  the  emphasis  in 
Baptism  should  fall  upon  God’s  action  or  man’s  reception. 

Canon  Tomkins  held  that  it  is  not  possible  to  limit  ourselves 
to  the  biblical  categories  of  thought.  The  New  Testament  knew 
heresies  and  schisms,  but  not  the  “repentant  schisms’’  of  today. 
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If  Baptism  has  implications  for  unity,  they  lie  in  its  relations  to  the 
following  three  matters:  (a)  the  given  unity  in  our  confession  of 
Jesus  Christ  as  Lord,  (b)  the  eschatological  perspective  in  which 
we  anticipate  the  unity  like  that  between  the  Father  and  the  Son, 
and  (c)  the  formal  unity  we  seek  in  history.  The  unity  of  the 
Church  is  prior  to  any  divisions  in  Baptism. 

Bishop  Barbieri  questioned  whether  a unified  teaching  on 
Baptism  is  found  in  the  New  Testament.  Father  Philipos  objected 
to  the  omission  of  confirmation  in  the  paper.  Dr.  Payne  spoke 
appreciatively  of  the  paper,  but  feared  there  was  too  readily  accepted 
the  presupposition  of  baptismal  regeneration.  He  thought  more 
attention  should  be  given  to  the  response  of  faith,  to  confirmation, 
to  the  authority  for  the  rite,  and  the  relation  of  Baptism  to  the 
doctrine  of  the  Church.  Prof.  Florovsky  feared  that  the  paper 
played  charity  against  truth,  which  is  unfair  play  in  the  Church. 
The  divisions  must  be  taken  more  seriously.  Dr.  Berkhof  expressed 
gratitude  for  the  paper  and  Prof.  Schlink’s  words,  but  thought 
that  conclusions  were  reached  too  easily  on  what  the  “unity  of 
Baptism”  commits  us  to  do.  The  Vice-Chairman,  Bishop  Newbigin, 
said  that  we  must  not  discuss  Baptism  too  generally  but  in  relation 
to  church  unity.  Bishop  Nygren  affirmed  the  paper’s  focus  on 
the  Baptism  of  Jesus  Christ  into  whom  we  Christian  believers  are 
incorporated  by  Baptism. 

Prof.  Skydsgaard  pointed  out  that  much  of  the  New  Testament 
material  on  Baptism  does  not  refer  to  the  rite  of  water  Baptism, 
and  our  thinking  is  led  astray  by  failure  to  perceive  this  distinction. 
Prof.  Wingren  said  that  the  central  point  of  the  New  Testament 
teaching  on  Baptism  is  the  death  of  Jesus  Christ,  in  which  believers 
participate,  even  as  they  share  in  His  resurrection.  The  working 
paper  rightly  takes  this  teaching  as  its  starting  point.  Prof. 
Florovsky  interpreted  this  teaching  in  respect  to  the  “martyr’s 
Baptism”  of  the  early  Church.  Dr.  Morehouse  expressed  the 
layman’s  concern  for  clarity  of  thought  on  these  questions  ; he 
would  like  a study  of  the  relation  of  Baptism  to  confirmation,  the 
Eucharist,  penitence,  and  the  priesthood  of  the  laity.  Mr.  Anderson 
thought  the  paper  would  be  strengthened  by  giving  more  consid- 
eration to  the  meaning  of  the  Covenant. 

The  seriousness  of  the  form  of  Baptism  as  an  ecumenical  problem 
was  stressed  by  Prof.  Osborn,  since  there  are  many  Churches 
which  feel  obliged  to  follow  the  biblical  precedent  of  immersion. 
Metropolitan  Juhanon  explained  that  the  Mar  Thoma  Syrian 
Church  includes  the  practice  of  immersion  of  both  infants  and  older 
persons  (little  children  sit  in  the  water  while  water  is  poured  over 
them  three  times).  But  in  India  the  urgency  of  strengthening  the 
life  of  the  Church  as  a whole,  as  well  as  effecting  visible  unity, 
requires  more  intensive  study  of  the  role  of  Baptism  than  the 
Western  Churches  now  pursue.  Prin.  Chandran  explained  how 
Baptism  is  being  treated  in  the  Plan  of  Union  in  North  India.  The 
binding  power  of  the  one  Baptism  is  valued,  even  though  it  is 
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considered  necessary  to  contain  within  the  one  united  Church  the 
practices  of  both  infant’s  and  believer’s  Baptism. 

Following  the  general  discussion,  the  Chairman  appointed  a 
committee  consisting  of  Prof.  Fairweather,  Prin.  Roberts  and 
Prof.  Devadutt  to  prepare  a critical  statement  concerning  the 
working  paper  in  the  light  of  the  comments  made  by  many  members. 
Their  report  recommended  a more  cautious  and  realistic  treatment 
of  the  points  of  controversy  among  the  confessions  than  the  working 
paper  manifests,  with  special  attention  being  given  to  five  questions  : 

(a)  The  corporate  Baptism  of  the  Church  in  the  death  and 
resurrection  of  Jesus  Christ  and  the  rite  of  water-baptism 
in  the  historical  life  of  the  Church. 

(b)  The  difference  of  theology  between  those  who  practice 
infant  Baptism  and  those  who  restrict  their  practice  to 
believer’s  Baptism. 

(c)  The  nature  of  sacramental  efficacy. 

(d)  The  place  of  Baptism  in  the  process  of  Christian  initiation 
as  a whole. 

(e)  The  relevance  of  pastoral  responsibility  to  the  whole  question 
of  diverse  forms  and  doctrines  of  Baptism. 

When  these  have  been  considered,  the  report  concludes,  we  may 
more  profitably  deal  with  the  implications  of  Baptism  for  Christian 
unity. 

With  regard  to  the  progressive  study  of  Baptism  by  the  Com- 
mission, it  was  agreed  that  the  following  course  should  be  taken  : 

(a)  Both  the  Working  Committee  and  the  Theological  Com- 
mission on  Christ  and  the  Church  (Europe)  should  continue  this 
study  and  report  to  the  Commission  meeting  in  1960. 

(b)  The  working  paper,  the  sub-committee’s  statement  and  an 
appropriate  preface  by  the  Secretary  should  be  made  available 
to  Commission  members  and  others  on  request,  but  these  should 
not  be  published. 


5.  THEOLOGICAL  COMMISSION  ON 
CHRIST  AND  THE  CHURCH 

Prof.  Calhoun  gave  an  account  of  the  work  done  since  1954 
by  the  theological  commission  in  North  America.  Meetings  have 
been  held  in  the  summer  of  each  year,  and  papers  have  been  read 
by  Professors  Filson  and  Harrelson  on  Old  Testament  teaching, 
by  Minear  and  Knox  on  the  New  Testament,  by  Hardy  on  the 
early  Church,  and  by  Pittenger,  Ferre  and  Welch  on  systematic 
thought  concerning  the  Person  of  Jesus  Christ  and  the  being  of 
the  Church.  Plans  for  the  1958  meeting  call  for  an  essay  by  Prof. 
Niebuhr  on  the  work  of  God  outside  the  recognizable  bounds  of 
the  Church,  a paper  on  Christology  and  Tradition  by  Prof. 
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Florovsky,  portions  of  a relevant  new  book  by  Prof.  Welch,  and 
a report  on  the  church  union  conversations  between  the  United 
Church  of  Canada  and  the  Anglican  Church  of  Canada  by  Dr.  Cragg. 
Looking  towards  1959,  the  commission  members  hope  to  hold 
another  joint  meeting  with  the  Europeans  for  an  extended  discussion 
of  the  results  of  their  study  to  that  time  and  the  publishing  of  an 
interim  report.  It  is  their  intention  to  coordinate  as  much  as  possible 
their  work  with  that  of  the  European  commission. 

Bishop  Nygren  then  described  the  study  which  has  been  done 
in  Europe  in  three  successive  meetings.  Much  of  the  time  had 
been  spent  in  studying  the  biblical  witness  concerning  the  Church. 
Especially  noted  were  the  figures  of  speech  referring  to  the  Church, 
and  among  these  the  Body  of  Christ  image  seemed  to  be  the  most 
suggestive.  Nearly  all  the  members  have  submitted  papers  for 
discussion,  namely  Professors  Schlink,  Torrance,  Marsh,  Lampe, 
and  Wingren,  Dr.  Creasey,  Mr.  Watson,  and  Bishop  Nygren. 
Moreover,  relevant  essays  by  other  theologians  have  frequently 
been  discussed.  The  members  feel  that  they  are  arriving  at  a point 
of  common  understanding  which  may  permit  a provisional  sum- 
marization of  their  findings  in  the  next  two  years.  The  1958  meeting 
will  be  devoted  mainly  to  critical  examinations  of  very  recent 
literature  on  Christ,  the  Spirit  and  the  Church,  as  well  as  the  report 
on  conversations  between  the  Anglicans  and  Presbyterians  in  the 
United  Kingdom. 

Several  members  questioned  the  ground  for  holding  the  figure 
of  the  Body  of  Christ  as  the  unique  and  primary  one,  and  Prin. 
Chandran  pointed  out  that  in  scrutinizing  the  meaning  of  these 
images  we  easily  fail  to  grasp  the  primacy  of  the  love  of  Christ  in 
the  Church.  Prof.  Minear  said  that  the  theological  commission 
has  not  completed  its  exegetical  work,  and  that  not  only  pictorial 
nouns,  but  verbs,  adjectives  and  prepositions  had  to  be  studied 
too  in  order  to  learn  what  the  Bible  teaches  about  the  Church 
and  its  relation  to  Christ.  Bishop  Nygren  sought  to  demonstrate 
the  priority  of  the  Body  of  Christ  by  reference  to  the  historic  work 
of  Jesus  Christ  as  the  Suffering  Servant  and  the  anointed  Head 
of  the  New  Humanity.  He  said  that  this  Christ-centred  mode  of 
study  on  the  nature  of  the  Church  had  very  practical  significance 
for  at  least  four  current  problems:  (a)  recognition  of  Baptism  as 
incorporation  into  Christ ; (b)  intercommunion  and  recognition  of 
ministries;  (c)  the  attitude  of  some  Christians,  such  as  Quakers, 
to  the  Sacraments  and  their  teaching  on  the  “Christ  within,”  and 
(d)  the  interpretation  of  Lutheran  confessions  in  respect  to  unity. 

Prof.  Calhoun  replied  to  questioning  about  the  hermeneutical 
methods  used  in  this  study  by  explaining  how  the  members  are 
able  to  study  the  biblical  texts  together  and  find  large  areas  of 
agreement  on  interpretation  without  dealing  directly  with  the 
problem  of  hermeneutics  as  such.  Dr.  Payne  referred  to  the 
ambiguity  of  the  basic  word  ekklesia  in  the  New  Testament. 
Dr.  Creasey  pleaded  for  two  things  : a proper  appreciation  of  the 
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mystical  element  of  Christianity,  and  a constant  awareness  of  the 
Church  as  a fellowship  of  suffering.  Bishops  Barbieri  and  Newbigin 
stressed  the  need  for  keeping  the  evangelistic  mission  of  the  Church 
within  the  perspective  of  its  nature  and  unity.  Finally  Canon 
Tomkins  gave  an  exposition  of  the  recent  report  on  Anglican  and 
Presbyterian  relations  in  Britain,  a project  directly  related  to  the 
Faith  and  Order  study  on  Christ  and  the  Church. 


6.  THEOLOGICAL  COMMISSIONS  ON 
WAYS  AND  MEANING  OF  WORSHIP 


(a)  Europe 

On  behalf  of  the  chairman  of  the  European  commission,  the 
Bishop  of  Lincoln,  Dr.  Nelson  gave  a report  on  the  meeting  held 
in  Holland  during  the  preceding  month.  One  highly  important 
aspect  of  that  meeting  was  the  amount  of  time  allotted  to  corporate 
worship  in  which  all  members  participated.  Each  morning  of  the 
week  a full-length  service  was  conducted  by  one  of  the  members 
according  to  the  usage  of  his  own  Church.  The  members  were 
also  the  guests  of  a Reformed  parish  in  Utrecht  for  the  Holy 
Communion  and  a service  on  Whitsunday. 

In  their  discussions  they  dealt  with  a number  of  papers  on  the 
basic  questions  of  imagery  and  sacrifice  in  Christian  worship.  This 
was  an  exploratory  study  of  issues  to  be  taken  up  more  systematically 
in  the  coming  few  years.  It  was  agreed  that  this  future  study  should 
assume  the  following  pattern. 

(1)  Worship  and  Creation.  What  significance  has  it  for  our 
worship  that  we  worship  God  not  only  as  Redeemer  but  as  Creator  ? 
What  is  the  significance  in  our  using  created  things  for  the  purpose 
of  worship  ? How  may  they  be  rightly  used  outside  the  Gospel 
Sacraments,  e.g.  in  “sacramentals”  or  in  art  ? How  does  the  use 
of  created  things,  especially  in  the  Eucharist,  connect  worship  with 
daily  living  ? 

J{2)  Worship  and  the  Cross  and  Resurrection  of  Our  Lord. 
What  place  does  the  Cross  have  in  worship  ? How  far  does  our 
view  of  worship  depend  upon  our  theory  of  the  atonement  ? In 
what  way  is  the  Cross  understood  in  relation  to  sacrifice,  and  how 
far  does  anamnesis  of  it  bear  a sacrificial  character  ? In  what  way 
can  the  traditional  view  of  these  questions  be  enriched  by  the  full 
consideration  of  the  meaning  of  Christ’s  resurrection  ? 

(3)  Worship  and  the  Ascension  of  Our  Lord.  In  what  sense 
can  we  understand  the  offering  of  an  eternal  sacrifice  by  the  Ascended 
Christ  ? How  is  our  present  worship  linked  to  the  eternal  self- 
oblation of  the  Ascended  Lord  ? And  with  the  worship  of  angels 
in  the  Church  Triumphant  ? What  is  the  significance  of  the  priestly 
character  which  the  Church  thus  derives  from  Jesus  Christ,  our 
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great  High  Priest  ? What  is  the  distinctive  teaching  of  the  Orthodox 
on  this  matter? 

(4)  Worship  and  the  Holy  Spirit.  In  what  sense  does  the 
Spirit  apply  Jesus  Christ  and  His  salvation  unto  us  ? How  should 
this  action  be  expressed  in  worship  ? What  place  do  the  charismatic 
gifts  of  the  Spirit  have  in  worship  ? What  is  the  connection  between 
the  Holy  Spirit  and  freedom  in  worship  ? Between  the  Spirit  and 
the  Sacraments  ? Since  baptized  (and  confirmed  ?)  members  of  the 
Church  have  already  received  the  Holy  Spirit,  in  what  way,  if  any, 
should  the  Spirit  be  invoked  in  the  Eucharist  ? How  far  can  liturgy 
itself  be  thought  of  as  an  expression  of  the  Holy  Spirit  praying  in 
the  Church  ? 

(5)  Worship  and  the  Ministry  of  the  Word  of  God.  What 
place  do  the  reading  and  preaching  of  the  Word  have  in  worship  ? 
How  rightly  may  it  be  said  that  Christ  is  sacramentally  present  in 
preaching?  Does  the  use  of  the  words  “the  Word  of  God”  to 
describe  the  Second  Person  of  the  Trinity  and  Holy  Scripture  and 
preaching  lead  to  theological  confusion  or  promote  a proper 
regard  for  preaching  ? How  can  a proper  balance  be  maintained 
between  preaching  and  the  Sacraments  so  that  they  are  seen  to 
enrich  each  other  rather  than  to  be  in  opposition  ? 

(6)  Public  Worship  and  Personal  Devotion.  What  is  the 
meaning  of  ascetic  theology,  or  the  devotional  life  of  individual 
Christians,  for  the  Church’s  corporate  worship  ? What  are  the 
implications  of  such  expressions  of  the  spiritual  life  for  the  unity 
of  the  Church  ? 


(b)  North  America 

The  Chairman,  Prof.  Sittler,  told  of  the  work  of  his  theological 
commission.  In  two  meetings  the  members  have  agreed  that  they 
must  go  deeper  than  a merely  phenomenological  treatment  of 
varieties  of  worship,  but  not  lose  touch  with  the  actual  practices 
of  the  Churches.  For  example,  it  is  important  in  North  America 
to  study  the  kind  of  worship  practiced  in  the  rapidly  growing 
Pentecostal  Churches,  just  as  to  understand  the  liturgical  develop- 
ments in  Roman  Catholicism.  But  the  present  study  follows  three 
main  lines  : 

(1)  The  essentials  of  Christian  worship  as  expressed  in  the 
terms  and  concepts  of  the  Bible. 

(2)  The  revolution  in  the  language  of  contemporary  worship 
and  the  deepening  religious  illiteracy  of  church  members. 

(3)  The  basic  and  unchanging  elements  of  worship,  perhaps 
conceived  as  being  five  in  number  : recollection,  celebration,  partici- 
pation, re-enactment,  and  anticipation. 
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(c)  East  Asia 

Prin.  Chandran  described  the  unusually  effective  work  of  his 
commission  during  the  past  year.  Even  though  it  has  been  impos- 
sible for  financial  reasons  to  convene  a meeting  of  all  the  members 
from  the  great  expanse  of  Asia,  there  have  taken  place  four  national 
conferences  on  worship  in  India,  Japan,  Indonesia  and  the  Philip- 
pines. In  India  the  main  question  is  that  of  indigenisation  of 
Christian  worship.  Much  progress  has  been  made  in  this  direction, 
especially  in  respect  to  music  and  architecture.  Liturgy  itself  has 
been  affected  by  the  language,  culture  and  customs  prevailing  in 
different  parts  of  India.  The  adoption  and  transformation  of 
Hindu  marriage  rites,  for  example,  have  been  edifying  for  Christians 
and  also  a way  of  witness  to  non-Christians.  Other  questions 
dealt  with  in  India  have  to  do  with  the  right  use  of  lectionaries 
and  church  calendars,  the  relation  of  the  Sacraments  to  the  social 
life  of  the  community,  and  the  place  of  canonical,  fixed  and  free 
liturgical  forms  and  practices. 

Similar  issues  were  studied  during  the  conferences  in  Indonesia 
and  Japan,  but  with  perhaps  more  apprehension  about  the  danger 
of  syncretism  and  also  more  concern  for  the  place  of  worship  in 
evangelism.  In  the  Philippines  the  study  of  indigenisation  was 
considered  less  relevant,  because  the  prevailing  culture  is  a trans- 
planted, and  hence  foreign,  Spanish  culture. 

These  inquiries  will  be  carried  forward  during  the  next  three 
years  by  correspondence  among  the  members  and  by  particular 
studies  in  the  various  countries.  It  is  hoped  that  a meeting  of  the 
whole  theological  commission  may  take  place  in  1960. 

During  the  discussion,  Bishop  Barbieri  stressed  the  need  for 
precisely  this  kind  of  ecumenical  study  in  Latin  America  and  hoped 
that  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  would  take  steps  to  initiate 
it.  A beginning  could  be  made  by  having  one  Latin  American 
member  added  to  the  North  American  commission,  and  also  by 
engaging  the  cooperation  of  theological  schools.  Father  Florovsky 
said  that  the  three  groups  must  be  correlated  to  one  another,  not 
artificially  but  authentically.  Dr.  Skoglund  and  Metropolitan 
J uhanon  emphasised  the  need  for  considering  family  worship,  and 
Canon  Tomkins  asked  for  a recovery  of  the  right  understanding 
of  Christian  mysticism.  Prof.  Osborn  saw  values  in  the  liturgical 
movement,  but  feared  the  extinction  of  the  art  of  spontaneous  public 
prayer.  Prof.  Taylor  reminded  the  commission  of  the  debt  of 
Christians  to  the  liturgical  treasures  of  Judaism,  and  Dr.  Payne 
asked  for  a consideration  of  the  value  of  the  many  new  translations 
of  the  Bible  in  worship.  In  the  light  of  this  discussion  of  the  reports, 
Prof.  Minear  saw  a great  opportunity  for  local  inter-church  groups 
to  study  the  ecumenical  implications  of  worship.  Dr.  Bridston 
spoke  of  the  meaning  of  worship  for  church  unity,  and  declared 
that  the  unity  of  Islamic  worship  was  an  impressive  fact  for 
Indonesians. 
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7.  THEOLOGICAL  COMMISSION  ON 
TRADITION  AND  TRADITIONS 

(a)  North  America 

Prof.  Outler  gave  an  account  of  the  background  of  this  whole 
study  since  the  Lund  Conference,  when  it  was  decided  that  the 
“common  history”  of  the  Christian  Churches  should  be  considered 
in  the  light  of  the  one  Tradition  and  the  various  traditions,  all  in 
relation  to  the  given  and  manifest  unity  of  the  Church.  Initial 
difficulties  were  encountered  by  the  American  commission  in  the 
form  of  divergent  ways  of  viewing,  studying  and  interpreting 
history  and  church  history.  Some  are  very  reluctant  to  acknowledge 
the  existence  of  the  Christian  Tradition.  Yet  there  is  generally 
recognized  a cohering  effect  of  the  common  experience  of  the  People 
of  God  throughout  history,  although  the  implications  of  this  have 
barely  begun  to  be  described.  On  the  other  hand,  the  inclusion 
of  “traditions”  in  the  title  of  this  study  stands  as  a challenge  to 
all  denominational  absolutism.  So  the  members  of  the  theological 
commission  have  approached  the  study  by  preparing  papers  on  the 
role  of  tradition  in  the  Churches  of  various  confessions  at  different 
periods  of  history.  (Cf.  FOC  Paper  No.  23,  p.  6.) 


(b)  Europe 

Prof.  Skydsgaard  reported  on  the  meetings  of  his  commission, 
which  have  been  at  times  both  frustrating  and  fruitful.  Their 
approach  has  differed  from  that  of  the  Americans,  in  that  they 
chose  certain  problems,  e.g.  sola  scriptura,  the  biblical  canon, 
rather  than  historical  analysis.  In  the  future  they  will  pay  particular 
regard  to  the  work  of  the  Holy  Spirit  and  the  formation  of  Christian 
traditions.  They  will  also  study  the  meaning  of  tradition  in  general, 
in  secular  as  well  as  religious  thought.  The  relation  of  tradition  to 
the  Bible  is  a matter  of  highest  interest  in  contemporary  theology. 
Stated  otherwise,  it  is  the  relation  between  God’s  revelation  in 
Christ  and  the  different  human  forms  and  patterns  in  which  the 
message  is  delivered. 

Since  the  work  of  the  Holy  Spirit  in  history  was  to  be  given 
special  attention,  the  two  Chairmen  agreed  that  representatives  of 
the  so-called  “left  wing”  Churches  ought  to  be  added  to  their 
membership. 

Prof.  Florovsky  spoke  of  the  predicament  of  the  Christian 
historian,  who  must  retain  as  objective  an  attitude  as  possible 
towards  historical  data  while  interpreting  and  judging  in  the  light 
of  the  Bible  and  theology. 

Dr.  Niesel  posed  the  question  of  traditions  within  the  New 
Testament  and  asked  how  these  expressed  the  witness  to  Jesus 
Christ,  who  is  Himself  the  tradition.  He  asked  further  whether 
Christians  must  not  admit  that  they  are  equally  stamped  by  their 
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religious  tradition  and  the  social  and  secular  tradition,  and  that 
these  two  are  inextricably  bound.  Prof.  Skydsgaard  replied  by 
agreeing  that  the  New  Testament  is  itself  a collection  of  tradition, 
and  that  the  theological  commission  needs  to  study  carefully  the 
general  social  meaning  of  tradition  and  its  relation  to  the  Church’s 
faith  and  life.  To  this  discussion  were  added  the  contributions 
of  Pasteur  Westphal,  Prof.  Schlink  and  Prof.  Wingren. 

Dr.  Payne  urged  the  commission  to  consider  also  the  ethical 
influence  of  tradition,  since  for  many  Christians  the  relationship 
of  the  Gospel  to  a clearly  defined  ethical  tradition  is  of  much 
importance.  Bishop  Newbigin  added  that  this  whole  study  of 
tradition  would  affect  the  thinking  about  the  relationship  of  the 
younger  churches  to  older  ones,  and  hence  be  of  influence  in 
determining  the  nature  of  missionary  efforts. 


8.  STUDY  COMMISSION  ON  INSTITUTIONALISM 

Dean  Muelder  presented  the  following  report  on  this  study 
project,  which  was  given  extended  attention  because  it  is  a new 
one  in  Faith  and  Order. 

At  its  meeting  in  July,  1956,  the  Faith  and  Order  Working 
Committee  approved  the  outline  of  study  projects  submitted  by 
the  officers  of  the  Commission  on  Institutionalism,  and  the  plans 
for  holding  the  first  meeting  of  the  Commission  in  summer  1957. 

Over  the  past  year  the  officers  have  been  engaged  in  correspond- 
ence on  the  development  of  the  various  projects  and  the  enlistment 
of  collaborators.  As  was  to  be  expected,  the  relative  novelty  of 
the  subject  and  its  interdisciplinary  nature  requiring  a combined 
theological  and  sociological  approach,  has  made  this  a rather 
complicated  task.  Nevertheless,  there  has  all  around  been  a gratifying 
demonstration  of  genuine  interest  in  this  inquiry  as  an  indispensible 
complement  to  the  more  traditional  approaches  to  Christian  unity. 

The  Commission  met  in  Boston  in  July  1957.  The  meeting 
was  attended  by  six  members,  six  consultants,  and  Dr.  Nelson 
and  Dr.  Bridston.  As  basis  for  its  deliberations,  the  group  had 
before  it  over  a dozen  papers  and  project  outlines.  This  being  its 
first  meeting  the  Commission  naturally  devoted  much  of  its  time 
to  an  exploration  of  basic  issues  : the  proper  role  of  institutional 
structures  in  the  Church,  the  unitive  and  divisive  effects  of  institu- 
tional factors  in  denominational  developments,  and  appropriate 
methods  of  inquiry.  It  also  reviewed  the  projects  already  initiated 
and  designed  additional  ones. 

The  number  of  projects  that  can  be  carried  out  under  the  Com- 
mission’s own  auspices  is  obviously  limited.  It  was  felt,  therefore, 
that  it  should  be  one  of  the  main  tasks  of  the  Commission  to  serve 
as  a stimulator  — keeping  a larger  circle  informed  of  its  researches 
through  publication  of  papers  in  periodicals,  encouraging  the  study 
of  related  problems  in  theological  schools,  departments  of  sociology, 
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etc.,  and  generally  urging  more  attention  to  the  role  of  institutional 
factors  in  inter-church  relations. 

The  Commission  summed  up  its  deliberations  in  an  agreed 
statement  on  its  aims  and  projects  which  follows  below. 


Aim  and  Scope  of  the  Commission 

As  part  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches,  the  Study  Commission 
on  Institutionalism  is  vitally  concerned  with  the  unity  and  diversity  of  the 
Churches.  The  Faith  and  Order  movement  has  since  1937  moved  towards 
an  understanding  of  unity  and  division  in  sociological  as  well  as  doctrinal 
terms.  A widening  and  more  complex  range  of  experience  and  a more 
inclusive  framework  of  interpretation  have  emerged.  Doctrinal  discussions 
confront  social  and  cultural  factors  ; sociological  discussions  confront 
doctrinal  factors.  Exclusive  use  of  any  single  perspective  to  understand 
problems  of  unity  and  division  is  largely  a thing  of  the  past. 

The  Commission  faces  a host  of  social  and  cultural  factors  affecting 
unity  and  disunity  which  entice  the  interests  of  its  members.  Some  of 
these  are,  e.g.,  the  ethos  of  a regional  culture,  class  stratification,  nation- 
alism, racial  segregation,  small  group  consciousness,  and  patterns  of 
ecclesiastical  organization.  Each  of  these  has  its  distinctive  relevance 
and  importance  for  particular  church  relationships.  Lacking  the  necessary 
resources  to  deal  adequately  with  all  of  these  factors,  the  commission  had 
been  obliged  to  narrow  the  scope  of  its  work.  The  question  of  institu- 
tionalism has  been  chosen,  not  because  it  is  always  the  most  important, 
but  because  it  is  found  in  every  situation  to  some  significant  degree. 

The  terms  of  reference  for  this  study  were  defined  in  1955  as  follows: 

“To  make  a study  of  institutionalism  as  it  affects  all  churches, 
and  in  particular  : 

1 . The  self-criticism  of  churches  by  which  they  may  see  their  own 
structures  sociologically  as  well  as  theologically  ; 

2 . The  relations  both  positive  and  negative  of  the  churches  to  each 
other  in  the  ecumenical  conversation  ; 

3 . The  pattern  of  church  relations  which  is  finding  expression  in  the 
World  Council  of  Churches  as  an  institution.” 

Further  clarification  may  be  expected  as  the  work  of  the  Commission 
progresses. 

One  of  the  issues  requiring  clarification  resides  in  the  very  definition  of 
institution  and  institutionalism.  What  is  the  meaning  of  these  terms? 
The  word  institution  is  used  both  in  the  social  sciences  and  in  theology. 
The  Commission  intends  to  use  the  concept  as  it  appears  in  the  social 
sciences  with  such  further  definition  as  may  be  demanded  by  the  data  of 
church  life.  Definitions  range  widely  from  any  persistent  pattern  of 
activity  surrounding  a human  need  on  the  one  hand,  to  a precisely  defined 
list  of  traits  or  characteristics  such  as  purpose,  charter,  personnel,  relative 
stability  and  norms  on  the  other  hand.  Further,  the  sociologist  of  religion 
is  confronted  by  theology  and  its  significance  for  the  Church.  This  enters 
into  the  self-interpretation  of  the  churches,  and  thus  affects  their  organiza- 
tion and  ways  of  work.  With  this  in  mind  the  Commission  hopes  to 
achieve  a useful  definition  of  terms. 

The  positive  values  of  organizational  and  other  institutional  forms  for 
the  life,  mission,  and  unity  of  the  People  of  God  are  evident.  These  forms 
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exist  to  manifest  the  being  (esse)  of  the  Church  or  as  instruments  to  be 
used  in  carrying  out  the  essential  tasks  of  the  Church.  When  the  churches 
divert  their  institutions  from  their  true  purpose  or  use  them  as  ends  in 
themselves,  they  manifest  what  may  be  called  institutionalism.  This  per- 
version of  the  use  of  institutions,  rather  than  the  institutions  themselves, 
is  a major  hindrance  to  the  life,  mission,  and  unity  of  the  Church. 

The  Commission  has  initiated  a series  of  case  studies  of  church  schisms, 
church  unions,  efforts  at  union  that  have  failed,  and  ecumenical  institutions. 
These  phenomena  will  be  analyzed  in  order  to  shed  light  on  the  structures, 
functions,  and  dynamics  of  the  behaviour  of  churches  and  their  agencies. 
Patterns  of  leadership  appear  to  be  of  special  importance.  Studies  already 
submitted  to  the  Commission  indicate  that  certain  ideal-types,  e.g.,  church 
and  sect,  need  revision. 

The  Commission  desires  to  participate  in  the  total  ecumenical  con- 
versation. It  seeks  the  guidance  of  other  ecumenical  study  commissions 
at  the  points  where  concerns  merge.  It  anticipates  that  its  work  will 
extend  the  insights  of  other  commissions,  and  enable  the  churches  to 
attain  new  levels  of  understanding  in  their  common  movements  towards 
the  unity  of  the  Church. 


Projects 

I.  The  Church  as  a spiritual  community  and  an  institution 

II.  Institutionalism  as  a divisive  and  a unitive  factor 

A.  Typological  studies  of  denominational  characteristics  and 
interrelationships 

B.  Bureaucracy  in  religious  bodies 

C.  The  function  and  control  of  power  in  religious  bodies 

III.  Institutionalism  as  it  affects  ecumenical  communication  in  the  local 
community 

IV.  The  structure  and  functioning  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches  in 
relation  to  the  structure  and  functioning  of  its  member  churches 

V.  Institutional  factors  affecting  particular  inter-church  situations 
— analytical  and  evaluative  case  studies 

A.  Projected  and  consummated  unions  in  South  and  North  India 

B.  The  union  of  the  Congregational  Christian  Churches  and  the 
Evangelical  and  Reformed  Church  in  the  U.S.A. 

C.  The  Methodist  reunion  in  the  U.S.A. 

D.  Presbyterian  reunion  negotiations  in  the  U.S.A. 

E.  Presbyterian-Episcopalian  negotiations  in  the  U.S.A. 

F.  Baptist-Disciples  of  Christ  negotiations  in  the  U.S.A. 

G.  The  Eastern  Orthodox  Churches  in  the  U.S.A. 

H.  Inter-church  cooperation  in  the  Federal  and  National  Council 
of  Churches  in  America 

I.  The  Pentecostal  Movement  and  the  Baptist  Union  in  Sweden, 
1907-1920 

J.  The  United  Church  of  Canada 

K.  Relations  between  the  Church  of  England  and  the  Methodist 
Church  in  England 
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L.  Inter-Church  relations  in  the  Evangelical  Church  of  Germany 

M.  The  Kyodan  in  Japan. 

Many  members  of  the  Commission  took  part  in  the  discussion, 
offering  suggestions  for  additional  areas  of  study  and  also  criticizing 
certain  parts  of  the  report.  Dr.  Devadutt  urged  a consideration 
of  church-state  relationships.  Bishop  Barbieri  thought  that  case 
studies  of  the  unitive  efforts  of  Methodists  and  Waldensians  in 
Italy  would  be  revealing.  Prof.  Florovsky  spoke  of  the  accretions 
of  foreign  nationalism  in  certain  churches  in  America.  Bishop  Sigg 
recommended  a study  of  the  role  of  money  in  church  institutions. 
Prof.  Osborn  thought  that  the  commission  should  consider  the 
intransigency  of  local  congregations  with  respect  to  church  unions. 
Prof.  Thomas  suggested  a study  of  the  psychological  factors 
contributing  to  rigid  institutionalism.  Bishop  Newbigin  proposed 
an  analysis  of  the  way  in  which  the  administrative  structures  of 
certain  younger  churches  have  developed  along  the  lines  of  earlier 
missionary  administration  and  so  have  influenced  to  some  extent 
the  conception  of  the  ministry. 

To  all  these  suggestions  Dean  Muelder  responded  by  saying 
that  they  would  be  considered  in  the  light  of  the  resources  of  the 
study  commission.  However,  it  must  be  noted  that  the  field  of 
study  had  been  purposely  narrowed  to  institutionalism  rather  than 
embracing  the  whole  range  of  social  and  cultural  factors. 

Dr.  Nelson  asked  whether  members  of  the  Commission  were 
prepared  to  accept  the  definition  of  institutionalism  which  was  set 
forth  in  the  report,  since  this  was  a pivotal  concept  for  the  study. 
Prof.  Calhoun  urged  a proper  appreciation  of  the  positive  values 
of  church  institutions.  Dr.  Cragg  doubted  whether  the  report’s 
definition  of  institutionalism  was  quite  valid,  and  suggested  that 
“impersonalism”  is  the  real  problem  in  church  life.  Pasteur 
Westphal  considered  the  definition  too  simple  : for  example,  the 
Roman  Catholic  would  include  in  institutionalism  the  essential 
structure  of  the  whole  Church  as  a part  of  divine  revelation.  Dean 
Muelder  agreed  that  the  study  commission  would  have  to  use 
the  word  with  care,  but  that  another  more  suitable  one  could  not 
be  found. 

Finally  Prof.  Schlink  expressed  his  fear  that  the  study  was 
beginning  without  an  adequate  theological  basis,  being  too  ready 
to  consider  empirical  data  in  a sociological  way  only.  But  how 
can  these  data  be  evaluated  from  a theological  point  of  view  when 
there  is  no  prior  agreement  as  to  criteria  ? Dean  Muelder  acknow- 
ledged the  importance  of  this,  but  made  two  comments.  First, 
if  the  study  commission  should  delay  empirical  research  until  such 
time  as  the  members  agreed  on  theological  presuppositions,  no 
progress  could  be  made.  Second,  there  is  a constant  danger  that 
theology  itself  becomes  institutionalized  and  leads  to  ecclesiastical 
introversion.  But  during  the  course  of  the  study  they  shall  have 
to  keep  facing  the  theological  problems  which  arise. 
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In  acting  upon  the  report,  the  Commission  agreed  : (1)  to  give 
general  approval  to  the  aims  and  project  of  the  study  commission, 
(2)  to  invite  the  Rev.  W.  Pickering,  Church  of  England,  to  be  a 
member,  (3)  to  authorize  the  officers  of  the  study  commission,  in 
consultation  with  the  Working  Committee  or  in  case  of  emergency 
with  the  secretary  of  the  Commission,  to  appoint  additional  members 
as  may  be  required,  the  total  membership  not  to  exceed  fifteen. 


9.  THE  FUTURE  OF  THE  FAITH  AND  ORDER  COMMISSION 

In  response  to  a suggestion  made  by  the  Executive  Committee 
of  the  World  Council  in  February  1957,  the  Commission  considered 
the  question  of  how  its  interests  might  be  more  effectively  promoted 
in  the  future  in  the  Council  and  among  the  member  Churches. 
Prof.  d’Espine  had  written  a memorandum  on  this  subject,  which 
was  before  the  Commission.  Prof.  Hartford  addressed  himself 
to  the  questions  raised  by  Prof.  d’Espine.  After  treating  the  develop- 
ment of  the  Commission  since  1937,  Prof.  Hartford  made  the 
following  points : The  volume  of  work  at  present  requires  the 
Services  of  two  secretaries  instead  of  one.  The  goal  of  church  unity, 
rather  than  federation,  must  not  be  ignored.  The  possibility  of 
another  world  conference  on  Faith  and  Order  ought  to  be  kept 
open.  The  patient,  thoroughgoing  study  of  unity  and  division 
should  not  be  sacrificed  for  quick  and  superficial  results.  More 
care  must  be  taken  to  ensure  the  representativeness  of  the  members 
who  make  up  the  Commission  and  the  consequent  participation 
of  the  Churches  they  represent. 

Prof.  d’Espine  added  two  comments.  The  virtual  deadlock 
between  the  “Catholic”  and  “Protestant”  conceptions  of  the  Church 
is  still  the  main  problem.  Second,  the  other  departments  of  the 
World  Council  ought  to  work  consciously  for  the  manifestation 
of  church  unity. 

Dr.  Cragg  and  Mr.  Anderson  questioned  the  wisdom  of 
allowing  members  to  remain  on  the  Commission  for  too  long  a 
time,  thus  depriving  others  of  the  benefits  of  such  participation 
and  keeping  the  Churches  in  general  disinterested  in  Faith  and 
Order.  Several  speakers  urged  more  extensive  studies  on  Faith 
and  Order  in  local  or  national  spheres.  Pasteur  Westphal  felt 
that  Faith  and  Order  was  too  confined  in  the  present  World  Council 
structure  and  should  in  the  future  become  a division  rather  than 
a department  of  the  Council.  Bishop  Newbigin  asserted  the  need  for 
the  Commission  to  be  related  to  the  many  church  negotiations  on  unity. 

Following  this  discussion,  it  was  agreed  that  the  following 
persons  be  appointed  members  of  a Committee  on  the  Future  of 
Faith  and  Order,  to  deliberate  these  questions  in  the  coming  three 
years  : Canon  Tomkins  convener,  Prin.  Chandran,  Prof.  d’Espine, 
Bishop  Dun,  Prof.  Florovsky,  Prof.  Hartford,  Prof.  Minear, 
Dr.  Nelson,  Bishop  Newbigin,  Prof.  Osborn,  Prof.  Schlink,  and 
Prof.  Wingren. 
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10.  FAITH  AND  ORDER  IN  THE 
THIRD  ASSEMBLY  OF  THE  WORLD  COUNCIL 

Canon  Tomkins  described  the  task  and  opportunity  confronting 
the  Commission  in  respect  to  its  increasing  prominence  in  the 
study  program  of  the  World  Council’s  Assembly.  This  provides  an 
occasion  for  the  educating  of  Christians  on  the  meaning  of  Church 
unity  and  also  for  engaging  larger  numbers  of  persons  in  the  serious 
study  of  Faith  and  Order  questions.  Clearly  the  work  of  the  various 
theological  commissions  should  be  appropriated  for  the  Assembly. 
But  the  method  of  dealing  with  these  questions  at  the  Assembly 
is  not  yet  clearly  seen.  It  is  dubious  whether  the  delegates  should 
be  asked  to  write  a report  during  the  short  time  of  the  Assembly. 
It  might  be  better  if  the  Working  Committee  were  to  provide  them 
with  carefully  prepared  study  documents  beforehand,  so  that  these 
could  be  discussed  thoroughly.  Then  a summary  of  the  discussion, 
specific  and  direct  in  describing  agreements  as  well  as  issues  for 
further  study,  could  be  prepared  for  submission  to  the  member 
Churches. 

Bishop  Dun  suggested  the  need  for  a small  preparatory  book 
which  would  gather  up  concisely  all  the  findings  of  past  conferences 
of  the  ecumenical  movement  as  these  have  touched  upon  Christian 
unity.  It  could  be  in  loose-leaf  form,  so  that  pages  could  be  removed 
when  obsolete  or  new  pages  added.  Material  could  be  arranged 
under  topical  headings.  Perhaps  it  could  be  printed  in  English, 
French  and  German  editions. 

The  discussion  turned  towards  the  significance  of  the  Assembly 
as  a whole.  It  will  take  place  in  Asia,  so  the  studies  must  take  into 
account  the  special  problems  of  the  Asian  churches.  Several  mem- 
bers felt  there  should  be  a general  main  theme  for  the  Assembly, 
which  would  have  to  be  formulated  before  the  Faith  and  Order 
theme  could  be.  Among  those  suggested  as  themes  were  : “Worship, 
Mission  and  Unity”  (Dr.  Devadutt),  “Der  Sieg  am  Kreuz”  (Dr. 
Renkewitz),  “Reconciliation  in  Christ”  (Prof.  Skydsgaard),  “The 
Nature  of  the  Unity  We  Seek”  (Bishop  Newbigin),  “The  Meaning 
of  Man”  (Prof.  Sittler),  “One  Lord,  One  Faith”  (Dr.  Morehouse), 
“The  Unifying  Work  of  God”  (Canon  Tomkins),  something  on 
the  work  of  the  Spirit  and  the  doctrine  of  man  (Dr.  Berkhof),  or 
the  suffering  and  obedient  Church  (Dr.  Creasey). 

Since  the  choice  of  a main  theme,  if  there  is  to  be  one,  lies  with 
the  Central  Committee,  the  Chairman  called  for  a vote  on  the  part 
of  Faith  and  Order  in  the  Assembly.  It  was  agreed  as  follows  : 

(a)  The  Working  Committee  should  plan  a study  for  the 
Assembly  based  upon  the  continuing  work  of  the  theological 
commissions,  (b)  It  shall  also  prepare  a working  paper  for  the 
Faith  and  Order  section  in  which  the  most  urgent  questions  affecting 
unity  are  posed  clearly  and  cogently,  (c)  It  shall  also  cause  to 
be  prepared  and  published  a digest  of  important  findings  of  the 
ecumenical  conferences  with  respect  to  unity. 


11.  REVISION  OF  THE  CHURCH,  THE  CHURCHES  AND 
THE  WORLD  COUNCIL  OF  CHURCHES 

The  Secretary  introduced  and  explained  the  tentative  revision 
of  the  “Toronto  Statement”  of  the  Central  Committee  (1950), 
having  to  do  with  the  meaning  of  the  World  Council  and  of  member- 
ship in  it.  Many  comments  and  suggestions  were  offered  in  discus- 
sion, and  these  are  to  be  noted  in  further  revisions.  But  no  official 
decision  was  in  order. 


12.  DIVISION  OF  STUDIES 

Dr.  Bilheimer  gave  a brief  description  of  the  range  of  work 
being  done  by  the  Division,  and  then  spoke  of  the  issues  involved 
in  the  future  work  and  status  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission 
within  the  World  Council. 


13.  REPORT  OF  THE  WORKING  COMMITTEE 

Canon  Tomkins  asked  the  Commission  to  act  upon  several 
recommendations  of  the  Working  Committee  : 

(a)  That  Dr.  Keith  Bridston  of  the  Evangelical  Lutheran 
Church  in  the  United  States  be  nominated  to  the  Central  Committee 
for  appointment  as  secretary  of  the  Commission  for  a period  of 
one  year  at  least,  beginning  in  September  1957.  It  was  agreed. 

(b)  That  the  Commission  empower  the  Working  Committee  to 
make  suitable  nominations  to  the  Central  Committee  for  securing 
the  permanent  secretariat  of  the  Commission.  The  Working  Com- 
mittee is  mindful  of  the  desirability  of  having  two  secretaries  of 
Faith  and  Order,  of  the  work  of  the  new  Committee  on  the  Future 
of  Faith  and  Order,  and  of  the  financial  difficulties  involved  in 
the  matter  at  the  present  time.  For  these  reasons  it  requested  power 
to  make  nominations  at  the  earliest  time,  but  not  later  than  January 
1958.  It  was  agreed. 

(c)  That  the  Commission  nominate  to  the  Central  Committee 
the  following  persons  for  appointment  to  the  Working  Committee 
for  the  three  year  period  ending  with  the  next  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mission : Percy  Bartlett,  Prin.  Chandran,  Bishop  Dun,  Prof. 
d’Espine,  Prof.  Florovsky,  Pres.  Gresham,  Prof.  Hartford,  General- 
superintendent  Jacob,  Metropolitan  Juhanon  Mar  Thoma,  Prof. 
Kantonen,  Prof.  Konstantinidis,  Prin.  Marsh,  Prof.  Outler, 
Dr.  Payne,  Prin.  Roberts,  Prof.  Schlink,  Dr.  Skoglund,  Prof. 
Skydsgaard,  Canon  Tomkins  (Chairman),  Prof.  Torrance,  Prof. 
Taylor,  and  Prof.  Wingren.  It  was  agreed. 
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14.  REGIONAL  CONFERENCES  AND  CONSULTATIONS 

Recognizing  the  importance  of  the  various  regional  projects  on 
Faith  and  Order,  the  Commission  heard  a report  on  the  North 
American  Study  Conference  on  “The  Nature  of  the  Unity  We  Seek” 
by  Prof.  Minear,  its  program  secretary.  It  will  be  held  at  Oberlin 
College  in  Ohio  from  3-10  September  1957,  with  some  250  delegates 
and  100  consultants  from  the  United  States  and  Canada. 

Prin.  Chandran  reported  on  the  conference  held  in  India  in 
May  1957  at  Matheran  near  Bombay.  It  was  small  in  size  but  of 
much  significance  for  the  church  unity  movement  in  India. 

Bishop  Nygren  told  of  the  consultations  in  Europe  involving 
theologians  of  the  Lutheran  and  Reformed  confessions. 

Bishop  Howells  spoke  about  opportunities  for  Faith  and  Order 
work  in  Africa. 


15.  APPRECIATION 

A vote  of  gratitude  was  given  for  Yale  Divinity  School  and  the 
excellent  hospitality  shown  by  Dean  Liston  Pope,  the  faculty  and 
staff. 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  until  1960. 


(Worship  services  were  held  in  the  chapel  of  the  Divinity  School 
in  company  with  other  committees  and  commissions  of  the  World 
Council  which  were  then  in  session.) 
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MEMBERS  OF  THE  FAITH  AND  ORDER  COMMISSION 
AND  THE  SECRETARIAT  OF  THE  COMMISSION 


(*  signifies  member  of  the  Working  Committee) 

Chairman  : Dean  Douglas  Horton  (United  Church  of  Christ,  U.S.A.), 
Harvard  Divinity  School,  Cambridge  38,  Mass.,  U.S.A. 

Vice-Chairman  : Rt.  Rev.  J.  E.  L.  Newbigin,  Bishop  in  Madura  (Church 
of  South  India),  Tallakulam,  Mathurai,  South  India. 

Secretary  : Rev.  Dr.  Keith  R.  Bridston  (Evangelical  Lutheran  Church, 
U.S.A.),  17  route  de  Malagnou,  Geneva,  Switzerland. 


Members 

Professor  H.  S.  Alivisatos  (Church  of  Greece),  27  Voulis  Street,  Athens, 
Greece. 

Bishop  H.  B.  Amstutz  (Methodist  Church  in  S.E.  Asia),  Methodist  Head- 
quarters, P.O.  Box  483,  Singapore  6,  Malaya. 

Most  Rev.  Archbishop  Athenagoras,  Metropolitan  of  Thyateira  (Ecu- 
menical Patriarchate  of  Constantinople,  Exarchate  in  Western  Europe), 
8 Dawson  Place,  London  W.2,  England. 

Rev.  Dr.  Farid  Audeh  (Evangelical  Synod  of  Syria  and  Lebanon),  c/o 
American  Mission,  P.O.  Box  235,  Beirut,  Lebanon. 

Bishop  S.  U.  Barbieri  (Methodist  Church  in  Argentina),  Rivadavia  4044, 
Buenos  Aires,  Argentina. 

Most  Rev.  W.  F.  Barfoot,  Primate  of  All  Canada  (Anglican  Church  in 
Canada),  Synod  Office,  Trinity  Hall,  Winnipeg,  Manitoba,  Canada. 

* Percy  W.  Bartlett  (Society  of  Friends  in  Great  Britain),  120  Southsea 
Avenue,  Leigh-on-Sea,  England. 

President  Conrad  Bergendoff  (Augustana  Evangelical  Lutheran  Church, 
U.S.A.),  835  35th  Street,  Rock  Island,  Illinois,  U.S.A. 

Dr.  H.  Berkhof  (Dutch  Reformed  Church),  Driebergen,  Horstlaan  3, 
Netherlands. 

Rev.  Professor  J.  H.  Bodensieck  (American  Lutheran  Church),  Wartburg 
Theological  Seminary,  Dubuque,  Iowa,  U.S.A. 

Rev.  C.  B.  Brink  (Dutch  Reformed  Church  of  S.  Africa  in  Transvaal), 
21  Rhodes  Avenue,  Parktown,  Johannesburg,  South  Africa. 

Rev.  Professor  David  Cairns  (Church  of  Scotland),  140  Hamilton  Place, 
Aberdeen,  Scotland. 

Rev.  Professor  Robert  L.  Calhoun  (United  Church  of  Christ,  U.S.A.), 
409  Prospect  Street,  New  Haven  11,  Conn.,  U.S.A. 

Rev.  Principal  L.  G.  Champion  (Baptist  Union  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland),  The  Baptist  College,  Woodland  Road,  Bristol  8,  England. 


33 


* Rev.  Principal  J.  R.  Chandran  (Church  of  South  India),  United 

Theological  College,  17  Miller’s  Road,  Bangalore  1,  South  India. 

Rev.  Principal  H.  F.  Lovell  Cocks  (Congregational  Union  of  England 
and  Wales),  Western  College,  1 Cotham  Road,  Bristol  6,  England. 

Rev.  Dr.  G.  R.  Cragg  (United  Church  of  Canada),  3407  Ontario  Avenue, 
Montreal  25,  Canada. 

Rev.  Marcos  Daoud  (Coptic  Orthodox  Church),  Faggala  P.O.  Box  44, 
Cairo,  Egypt. 

Rev.  Professor  V.  E.  Devadutt  (Council  of  Baptist  Churches  in  North 
India),  Colgate-Rochester  Divinity  School,  Rochester  20,  N.Y.,  U.S.A. 

Rev.  Professor  Edward  A.  Dowey  (Presbyterian  Church,  U.S.A.), 
Princeton  Theological  Seminary,  Princeton,  N.J.,  U.S.A. 

* Rt.  Rev.  Angus  Dun,  Bishop  of  Washington  (Protestant  Episcopal 

Church,  U.S.A.),  1702  Rhode  Island  Avenue  N.W.,  Washington  6, 
D.C.,  U.S.A. 

Rev.  S.  Duraikan  (Federation  of  Evangelical  Lutheran  Churches  of 
India),  c/o  Bishop’s  Office,  Tranquebar  House,  Tiruchirappalli,  South 
India. 

Rev.  Director  Pehr  Ed  wall  (Church  of  Sweden),  Samar  iterhemmet, 
Uppsala,  Sweden. 

Dean  S.  J.  England  (Disciples  of  Christ,  U.S.A.),  2202  East  Maple 
Avenue,  Enid,  Oklahoma,  U.S.A. 

* Rev.  Professor  H.  D’Espine  (Swiss  Protestant  Church  Federation), 

2 avenue  de  Combes,  Geneva,  Switzerland. 

Rev.  Dr.  R.  Newton  Flew  (Methodist  Church  of  Great  Britain), 
49  Glisson  Road,  Cambridge,  England. 

* Rev.  Professor  Georges  Florovsky  (Greek  Orthodox  Archdiocese  of 

North  and  South  America,  Ecumenical  Patriarchate),  Harvard  Divinity 
School,  Cambridge  38,  Mass.,  U.S.A. 

Professor  Dr.  Haakon  Flottorp  (Church  of  Norway),  Kristiansand  off. 
Laererskole,  Kristiansand,  Norway. 

Rev.  Norman  Gilkison  (Presbyterian  Church  of  New  Zealand),  33  Young 
Street,  St.  Kilda,  Dunedin,  S.  2,  New  Zealand. 

Professor  D.  Gluma?  (Orthodox  Patriarchate  of  Serbia),  Cara  Lazara  16, 
Belgrade,  Yugoslavia. 

Rev.  James  Gray  (Churches  of  Christ  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland), 
49  Holmfield  Road,  Leicester,  England. 

* President  Perry  E.  Gresham  (Disciples  of  Christ,  U.S.A.),  Pendleton 

Heights,  Bethany  College,  Bethany,  W.Va.,  U.S.A. 

Bishop  E.  C.  Gulin  (Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Finland),  Tampere, 
Finland. 

Rev.  W.  F.  Hambly  (Methodist  Church  of  Australia),  Lincoln  College, 
45  Brougham  Place,  North  Adelaide,  South  Australia. 

Rev.  Professor  Robert  T.  Handy  (American  Baptist  Convention),  Union 
Theological  Seminary,  Broadway  at  120th  Street,  New  York  27,  U.S.A. 

* Rev.  Professor  R.  R.  Hartford  (Church  of  Ireland),  39  Trinity  College, 

Dublin,  Ireland. 
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Rev.  Professor  David  W.  Hay  (Presbyterian  Church  in  Canada),  Knox 
College,  Toronto,  Canada. 

U Ba  Hmyin  (Burma  Baptist  Convention),  American  Baptist  Mission, 
143  St.  John’s  Road,  Rangoon,  Burma. 

Bishop  Ivan  Lee  Holt  (Methodist  Church,  U.S.A.),  20  North  Kingshigh- 
way,  St.  Louis  9,  Missouri,  U.S.A. 

Rt.  Rev.  A.  W.  Howells,  Bishop  of  Lagos  (Church  of  the  Province 
of  West  Africa),  Bishopscourt,  Lagos,  Nigeria. 

Professor  Dr.  J.  Hromadka  (Evangelical  Church  of  Czech  Brethren), 
Moravska  47,  Prague,  Czechoslovakia. 

Professor  Basil  Ioannidis  (Church  of  Greece),  Theological  Faculty, 
University,  Athens,  Greece. 

* Generalsuperintendent  Dr.  G.  Jacob  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany), 

Berlin-Charlottenburg,  Jebensstrasse  3,  Germany. 

* Metropolitan  Juhanon  Mar  Thoma  (Mar  Thoma  Syrian  Church  of 

Malabar),  Tiruvalla  P.O.,  Travancore,  South  India. 

* Rev.  Professor  T.  A.  Kantonen  (United  Lutheran  Church  in  America), 

954  Pythian  Avenue,  Springfield,  Ohio,  U.S.A. 

Professor  Dr.  E.  Kinder  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany),  Martin 
Lutherstr.  5,  Munster  in  Westf.,  Germany. 

Rev.  Professor  D.  Broughton  Knox  (Church  of  England  in  Australia), 
Moore  College,  Newtown,  N.S.W.,  Australia. 

* Professor  Dr.  Chrys.  Konstantinidis  (Ecumenical  Patriarchate  of 

Constantinople),  Uskudar,  Allame  Caddesi  82,  Istanbul,  Turkey. 

Ds.  P.D.  Latuihamallo  (Protestant  Church  of  the  Moluccas),  Sekolah 
Tinggi  Theologia,  Pegangsaan  Timur  27,  Djarkarta,  Indonesia. 

Bishop  Hanns  Lilje  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany)  Calenbergerstr.  34, 
Hannover,  Germany. 

President  John  A.  Mackay  (Presbyterian  Church,  U.S.A.),  86  MercerStreet, 
Princeton,  N.J.,  U.S.A. 

* Rev.  Principal  John  Marsh  (Congregational  Union  of  England  and 

Wales),  Mansfield  College,  Oxford,  England. 

Rt.  Rev.  Lakdas'a  de  Mel,  Bishop  of  Kurunagala  (Church  of  India, 
Pakistan,  Burma  and  Ceylon),  Bishop’s  House,  Kurunagala,  Ceylon. 

Rev.  Professor  Paul  S.  Minear  (United  Church  of  Christ,  U.S.A.), 
247  St.  Ronan  Street,  New  Haven,  Conn.,  U.S.A. 

Professor  Dr.  E.  Molland  (Church  of  Norway),  Jacob  Aals  gt.  45  b, 
Oslo,  Norway. 

Dr.  C.  P.  Morehouse  (Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  U.S.A.),  14  East 
41st  Street,  New  York  17,  N.Y.,  U.S.A. 

Dean  Walter  G.  Muelder  (Methodist  Church,  U.S.A.),  745  Common- 
wealth Avenue,  Boston,  Mass.,  U.S.A. 

President  Shiro  Murata  (Church  of  Christ  in  Japan),  96  Sheba-Shirokane, 
Imazatocho,  Minato-Ku,  Tokyo,  Japan. 

Dean  J.  Robert  Nelson  (Methodist  Church,  U.S.A.),  The  Divinity  School, 
Vanderbilt  University,  Nashville  5,  Tenn.,  U.S.A. 
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Professor  Dr.  W.  Niesel  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany),  Schoeller, 
Post  Dornap,  Germany. 

Rev.  Dr.  D.  T.  Niles  (Methodist  Church  in  Ceylon),  Yembadi,  Jaffna, 
Ceylon. 

Principal  J.  Norgaard  (Baptist  Union  of  Denmark),  Tollose,  Denmark. 
Bishop  Anders  Nygren  (Church  of  Sweden),  Lund,  Sweden. 

* Rev.  Professor  A.  C.  Outler  (Methodist  Church,  U.S.A.),  Perkins 

School  of  Theology,  Southern  Methodist  University,  Dallas  5,  Texas, 
U.S.A. 

Archimandrite  Parthenios  (Patriarchate  of  Alexandria),  Greek  Orthodox 
Patriarchate,  Alexandria,  Egypt. 

* Rev.  Dr.  E.  A.  Payne  (Baptist  Union  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland), 

Baptist  Church  House,  4 Southampton  Row,  London,  W.C.l , England. 

Rev.  Father  K.  Philipos  (Orthodox  Syrian  Church  of  Malabar),  Cheria 
Pally,  Kottayam,  Travancore,  South  India. 

Most  Rev.  A.  M.  Ramsey,  Archbishop  of  York  (Church  of  England), 
Bishopthorpe,  York,  England. 

Rt.  Rev.  A.  E.  J.  Rawlinson,  Bishop  of  Derby  (Church  of  England), 
Breadsall  Mount,  Derby,  England. 

Dr.  H.  G.  Renkewitz  (Moravian  Church,  Germany),  Evangelische 
Akademie,  Arnoldshain  bei  Schmitten/Taunus,  Germany. 

Rt.  Rev.  Kenneth  Riches,  Bishop  of  Lincoln  (Church  of  England), 
Bishop’s  House,  Eastgate,  Lincoln,  England. 

Most  Rev.  Archbishop  A.  Rinkel  (Old  Catholic  Church),  Emmalaan  8, 
Utrecht,  Netherlands. 

* Rev.  Principal  Harold  Roberts  (Methodist  Church  of  Great  Britain), 

2 College  House,  Richmond  College,  Richmond,  Surrey,  England. 

Dr.  Preston  T.  Roberts,  Jr.  (General  Conference  of  the  Society  of 
Friends),  5619  S.  Dorchester  Avenue,  Chicago  37,  Illinois,  U.S.A. 

Rev.  Professor  E.  Gordon  Rupp  (Methodist  Church  of  Great  Britain), 
11  the  Meade,  Chorltonville,  Manchester  21,  England. 

* Professor  Dr.  E.  W.  L.  Schlink  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany), 

Heidelberg,  Ludolf-Krehlstr.  6,  Germany. 

Rev.  Professor  A.  Schmemann  (Russian  Orthodox  Greek  Catholic 
Church  of  North  America),  537  West  121st  Street,  New  York  27, 
N.Y.,  U.S.A. 

His  Holiness  Mar  Shimum  (Church  of  the  East  and  the  Assyrians,  U.S.A.), 
The  Patriarchate,  East  River  Road,  Box  1808,  Modesto,  Calif.,  U.S.A. 

Bishop  Ferdinand  Sigg  (Methodist  Church,  Central  and  Southern 
Europe),  Badenerstrasse  69,  Zurich,  Switzerland. 

Rev.  Professor  J.  A.  Settler  (United  Lutheran  Church,  U.S.A.),  4833 
Kimbark  Avenue,  Chicago  15,  Illinois,  U.S.A. 

* Rev.  Dr.  John  E.  Skoglund  (American  Baptist  Convention),  First 

Baptist  Church,  Harvard  at  Seneca,  Seattle  22,  Wash.,  U.S.A. 

* Professor  Dr.  K.  E.  Skydsgaard  (Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of 

Denmark),  St.  Kannikestraede  11,2,  Copenhagen  K.,  Denmark. 
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* Rev.  Professor  T.  M.  Taylor  (United  Presbyterian  Church  of  North 
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THE  CONSTITUTION  OF 
THE  COMMISSION  ON  FAITH  AND  ORDER 

(As  accepted  at  the  Third  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order, 
Lund,  1952,  and  subsequently  revised  by  the  Second  Assembly  of 
the  World  Council  of  Churches,  Evanston,  1954,  and  by  the  Central 
Committee,  Davos,  1955.) 


Title 

1.  The  Commission  shall  be  called  the  Commission  on  Faith 
and  Order  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches. 


Meanings 

2.  In  this  Constitution  : 

The  Commission  means  the  above-named  Commission  on  Faith  and 
Order  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches. 

The  Working  Committee  means  the  Working  Committee  of  the 
Commission  on  Faith  and  Order. 

The  Council  means  the  above-named  World  Council  of  Churches. 
The  Assembly  means  the  Assembly  of  the  World  Council. 

The  Central  Committee  means  the  Central  Committee  of  the  World 
Council. 


Functions 

3.  The  functions  of  the  Commission  are: 

(i)  To  proclaim  the  essential  oneness  of  the  Church  of  Christ 
and  to  keep  prominently  before  the  World  Council  and  the  Churches 
the  obligation  to  manifest  that  unity  and  its  urgency  for  the  work 
of  evangelism. 

(ii)  To  study  questions  of  faith,  order  and  worship  with  the 
relevant  social,  cultural,  political,  racial  and  other  factors  in  their 
bearing  on  the  unity  of  the  Church. 

(iii)  To  study  the  theological  implications  of  the  existence  of 
the  ecumenical  movement. 

(iv)  To  study  matters  in  the  present  relationships  of  the  Churches 
to  one  another  which  cause  difficulties  and  need  theological 
clarification . 

(v)  To  provide  information  concerning  actual  steps  taken  by 
the  Churches  towards  reunion. 

4.  All  activities  of  the  Commission  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
the  four  principles  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Movement,  viz. : 

(i)  Its  main  work  is  to  draw  Churches  out  of  isolation  into 
conferences,  in  which  none  is  to  be  asked  to  be  disloyal  to  or  to 
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compromise  its  convictions,  but  to  seek  to  explain  them  to  others 
while  seeking  to  understand  their  points  of  view.  Irreconciliable 
differences  are  to  be  recorded  as  honestly  as  agreements,  (ii)  Its 
conferences  are  to  be  conferences  of  delegates  officially  appointed 
by  the  Churches  to  represent  them,  (iii)  The  invitation  to  take 
part  in  these  conferences  is  addressed  to  Christian  Churches 
throughout  the  world  which  accept  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  as  God 
and  Saviour,  (iv)  Only  Churches  themselves  are  competent  to 
take  actual  steps  towards  reunion  by  entering  into  negotiations 
with  one  another.  The  work  of  the  Movement  is  not  to  formulate 
schemes  and  tell  the  Churches  what  they  ought  to  do,  but  to  act 
as  the  handmaid  of  the  Churches  in  the  preparatory  work  of  clearing 
away  misunderstandings,  discussing  obstacles  to  reunion,  and 
issuing  reports  which  are  submitted  to  the  Churches  for  their 
consideration. 


Organization 

5.  (i)  World  Conferences  on  Faith  and  Order  are  to  be  held 
when  main  subjects  are  ready  for  submission  to  the  Churches, 
and  when,  on  recommendation  of  the  Commission  on  Faith  and 
Order,  the  Central  Committee  so  decides. 

(ii)  The  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  shall  consist  of 
85  members  appointed  by  the  Assembly  of  the  World  Council, 
with  power  to  nominate  additional  members  up  to  the  number  of 
15  for  appointment  by  the  Central  Committee,  all  these  to  hold 
office  until  the  next  Assembly  (subject,  however,  to  any  revision 
advised  by  a World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  as  hereinafter 
provided).  At  each  Assembly  the  list  of  membership  shall  be  revised 
in  the  light  of  recommendations  made  by  the  Commission.  When 
a World  Conference  is  held,  it  shall  advise  the  Central  Committee 
on  any  necessary  revision  of  the  membership  of  the  Commission 
between  that  Conference  and  the  next  Assembly.  In  making 
appointments  care  shall  be  taken  to  secure  the  adequate  geographical 
and  confessional  representation  of  Churches. 

The  Commission  may  include  members  of  Churches  which 
accept  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  as  God  and  Saviour  but  are  not 
members  of  the  World  Council. 

Vacancies  shall  be  filled  by  the  Central  Committee  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commission. 

Before  appointments  are  made,  steps  shall  be  taken  to  ensure 
that  the  appointments  proposed  are  acceptable  to  the  Churches 
concerned. 

(iii)  The  Commission  shall  normally  meet  every  three  years  but 
may  be  called  together  at  any  time  when  major  theological  com- 
mission reports  need  to  be  reviewed  by  a larger  body  than  the 
Working  Committee. 

(iv)  The  Commission  shall  nominate  from  its  own  members, 
for  appointment  by  the  Central  Committee,  a Working  Committee 
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of  not  more  than  22  members  with  power  to  nominate  not  more 
than  3 additional  members.  The  Chairman  of  the  Commission 
shall  also  be  a member  ex  officio  of  the  Working  Committee.  The 
Working  Committee  shall  normally  meet  annually  and  shall  be 
responsible  (a)  for  administration  (b)  for  directing  the  study 
work  and  other  activities  of  Faith  and  Order  and  (c)  for  co-operation 
with  other  agencies  of  the  World  Council. 

Vacancies  in  the  Working  Committee  shall  be  filled  by  the 
Working  Committee  itself  from  the  membership  of  the  Commission 
and  submitted  to  the  Central  Committee  for  appointment. 

(v)  There  shall  be  various  theological  commissions  set  up  by 
the  Commission  or  Working  Committee.  Theological  commissions 
may  include  as  members  or  consultants  persons  who  are  not  members 
of  the  Commission. 


Meetings  of  the  Commission 

6.  The  Chairman  of  the  Commission,  or  in  his  absence  the 
Vice-Chairman,  shall  preside  at  meetings  of  the  Commission.  In 
the  absence  of  these  officers,  the  meeting  shall  elect  its  own  Chairman. 
One-sixth  of  the  total  membership  shall  constitute  a quorum. 

7.  The  notices  of  meetings  shall  be  issued  by  the  Secretary. 

8 . Members  of  the  Commission  can  name  substitutes  to  represent 
them  at  meetings  at  which  they  are  unable  to  be  present  themselves. 

9.  On  questions  of  Faith  and  Order  the  Commission  shall  not 
adopt  any  resolutions,  but  shall  confine  itself  to  recording  for  the 
information  of  the  Churches  such  agreements  and  disagreements 
as  are  discovered. 

10.  Questions  of  procedure  and  the  conduct  of  the  business 
of  the  Commission  shall  be  decided  by  a majority  vote  of  those 
present  and  voting. 

11.  The  Working  Committee  may,  either  at  a meeting  of  the 
Commission  or  previously,  determine  the  rules  of  procedure  and 
of  debate  for  the  meeting. 

12.  Persons  not  being  members  of  the  Commission  may  be 
invited  by  the  Chairman  or  the  Secretary  to  be  present  and  speak, 
but  they  cannot  vote. 


Chairman 

13.  The  Chairman  shall  be  elected  by  a majority  of  votes  at 
a duly  convened  meeting  of  the  Commission,  on  the  nomination 
of  the  Working  Committee. 

14.  The  Chairman  shall  hold  office  for  three  years  from  the 
date  of  his  appointment,  but  shall  be  eligible  for  re-election. 
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15.  In  the  event  of  the  office  of  Chairman  falling  vacant  by 
reason  of  resignation,  incapacity  or  death,  the  Vice-Chairman  shall 
act  as  Chairman  of  the  Commission  until  such  time  as  a meeting 
of  the  Commission  can  be  called. 


Vice-Chairman 

16.  A Vice-Chairman  shall  be  elected  by  the  Commission  on 
the  nomination  of  the  Working  Committee,  shall  hold  office  for 
three  years,  and  shall  be  eligible  for  re-election. 


The  Secretariat 

17.  There  shall  be  at  least  one  Secretary  who  shall  be  a member 
of  the  staff  of  the  Council  employed  for  the  work  of  the  Commission 
on  a full  time  basis. 

18.  The  Secretary  or  Secretaries  shall  be  nominated  by  the 
Commission  to  the  Central  Committee. 

19.  It  shall  be  the  special  responsibility  of  the  Secretary  to 
maintain  full  consultation  and  co-operation  with  the  General 
Secretariat  and  with  the  other  Departments  of  the  Council,  and 
particularly  with  the  Division  of  Studies. 

20.  The  salaries  or  honoraria  to  be  paid  to  the  Secretary  or 
Secretaries  shall  be  determined  by  the  Working  Committee  and 
the  officers  of  the  Council  in  consultation. 


The  Working  Committee 

21 . The  Commission  shall  appoint  the  Chairman  of  the  Working 
Committee. 

22.  Members  of  the  Working  Committee  shall  hold  office  until 
the  next  meeting  of  the  Commission,  when  the  list  of  membership 
shall  be  revised. 

23.  The  Working  Committee  shall  have  power  to  act  on  behalf 
of  the  Commission  in  all  matters  where  action  is  required  before 
a meeting  of  the  Commission  can  be  convened. 

24.  The  Working  Committee  shall  meet  at  such  times  and 
places  as  the  Chairman  and  the  Secretary  shall  decide  to  be  required 
for  the  performance  of  its  duty. 

25.  The  quorum  for  a meeting  of  the  Working  Committee 
shall  be  seven  members  present. 

26.  If  at  any  time  when  it  is  inconvenient  to  convene  a meeting 
the  Chairman  and  Secretary  shall  decide  that  there  is  business 
needing  an  immediate  decision  by  the  Working  Committee,  it  shall 
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be  permissible  for  them  to  obtain  by  post  the  opinions  of  its  members 
and  the  majority  opinion  thus  ascertained  shall  be  treated  as 
equivalent  to  the  decision  of  a duly  convened  meeting. 


The  Department 

27.  The  Chairman,  Vice-Chairman,  Secretaries,  Chairman  of 
the  Working  Committee  and  the  Chairmen  of  Theological  Com- 
missions shall  together  be  known  as  the  Council’s  Faith  and  Order 
Department. 

28.  The  Department  shall  be  responsible  for  continuously 
carrying  on  the  work  of  the  Commission  between  meetings  of  the 
Commission  and  the  Working  Committee,  both  by  (i)  promoting 
the  studies  of  the  Theological  Commissions  and  (ii)  following  all 
developments  in  the  matter  of  the  union  of  Churches  and  keeping 
all  the  Churches  informed  of  these  developments.  It  shall  maintain 
full  consultation  and  co-operation  with  the  Division  of  Studies  of 
the  Council. 

29.  The  Secretaries  shall  be  the  only  officers  of  the  Commission 
employed  by  the  Council  on  a full-time  basis ; the  other  members 
of  the  Department  shall  be  persons  giving  part-time  service  to  the 
Commission  whilst  being  also  actively  engaged  in  the  service  of 
their  own  Churches. 


The  Theological  Commissions 

30.  The  work  of  the  Theological  Commissions  shall  be  to 
prepare  reports  which  may  serve  as  the  basis  for  discussion  in  the 
Commission,  at  the  Assemblies  of  the  World  Council,  or  at 
Conferences  on  Faith  and  Order,  on  the  subjects  referred  to  them 
under  § 5 (v)  above. 

31.  Each  Theological  Commission  shall  be  composed  of  a 
Chairman,  Vice-Chairman  and  Secretary  with  other  members 
chosen  for  their  special  competence  in  the  particular  field  of  study 
and  representing  as  wide  a variety  as  possible  of  ecclesiastical 
traditions.  The  Chairman,  Vice-Chairman  and  Secretary  shall  be 
appointed  by  the  Commission,  and  they  shall  then  select  and  appoint 
the  other  members  in  consultation  with  the  Working  Committee, 
or  in  case  of  emergency  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 


The  Budget 

32.  The  Commission’s  financial  year  shall  run  from  1st  January 
to  31st  December. 

33.  An  annual  budget  of  expenditure  shall  be  drawn  up  by 
the  Secretary  in  consultation  with  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
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Council ; it  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Working  Committee  for  its 
approval  and  when  so  approved  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Council 
for  final  adoption.  Copies  shall  then  be  sent  to  all  members  of 
the  Commission. 

34.  The  budget  shall  specify  the  amount  allocated  for  the 
expenses  of  each  Theological  Commission,  and  each  Theological 
Commission  shall  be  responsible  for  deciding  its  manner  of  using 
its  allocation  within  the  limits  prescribed  in  the  budget. 


Revision 

35.  Any  amendment  to  this  Constitution  shall  be  submitted  by 
the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  and  must  be  approved  by  the 
Assembly  or  the  Central  Committee. 
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RECENT  FAITH  AND  ORDER  PUBLICATIONS 


FOC  No.  22  Minutes  of  Working  Committee  meeting,  Davos,  25-30 
July  1955.  Geneva,  Sw.  Fr.  1. — ; British  Council  of 
Churches,  London,  Is.  6d.  ; WCC,  New  York,  $.25 

FOC  No.  23  Minutes  of  Working  Committee  meeting,  Herrenalb, 
Germany,  17-20  July  1956.  Sw.  Fr.  2. — ; 2s.  6d. ; $.50 

FOC  No.  24  Responses  of  the  Churches  to  the  Report  of  the  Third 
World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order,  Lund  1952. 
Geneva  1957.  Sw.  Fr.  2. — ; 2s.  6d.  ; $.50 


FOC  No.  25  Minutes  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  meeting. 
New  Haven,  20-25  July  1957.  Sw.  Fr.  2. — ; 2s.  6d.;  $.50 


FOC  No.  lib  Survey  of  Church  Union  Negotiations  (offprint  from  The 
Ecumenical  Review,  October  1955).  Sw.  Fr.  — .50;  9d. ; 
$.15 

FOC  No.  11c  Survey  of  Church  Union  Negotiations  (offprint  from  The 
Ecumenical  Review,  April  1957).  Sw.  Fr.  — .50  ; 9d. ; $.15 


Leaflet  for  the  Week  of  Prayer  for  Christian  Unity,  in  English,  German  and 
French  : Geneva,  Sw.  Fr.  4.0  ; British  Council  of  Churches, 
London,  7s.  6d. ; WCC,  New  York,  $ 1. — per  100  copies 

Church  Union  Schemes,  Agreements  on  Intercommunion  etc.  — a number 
of  the  most  recent  documents  are  available  from  the  Faith 
and  Order  office  in  Geneva.  A list  of  these  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Secretary. 


Lausanne.  — Imp.  La  Concorde.  1916/11.57  Printed  in  Switzerland. 


